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Santi Gregorit Papa I. Cognomento Magni, Opera Omnia, &c. 
z.€. The Works of Pope St. Gregory, Surnam’d the Great 
Corre€ted and Enlarged from the Manufcripts of Rome,France, 

* and England, with Notes, by the Monks of the Order of 
St Beneditt, of the Congregation of St. Maur. At Paris, 
1705. Four Tomes in Folio. The firlt containing $32 pages, 
the fecond 721, the third 731, the fourth 649, belles 


Tables. 


His is a new Fruit of the Labours of the Congregation 
of St. Maur, upon the Works of the Fathers Thefe 


Learned Monks, after they had given us the Editions of 

St. Auguffine, St. Ambrofe, St. Hilary, St. Bernard, and 
almoft finifh’d that of St. Hierome, and publifh’d afrefh feveral 
other ancient Latin Authors, as Caffodorus, and Gregory of 
Tours , and after they had begun the new Editions of the Greek Fa- 
thers with that of St. Athanafius, they thought themfelves obliged 
to fatisfy the Curiofiry of the Publick,who expeéted from them a 
new Edition of the Works of St. Gregory the Great, and tho’ it 
would feem to have been their Duty to prefer that Father befors 
all others, becaufe they look ae him as the greateft sisson 
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of their Order, but the main reafon that hinderd them from 
publifhing fooner the Edition of the Works of that great Dogtor 
of the Church, was, that they had been lately publifhed by 
M. de Gouffainville, fo that a new Edition was thoughrneedlefs ; 
but at laft, Father St. Marthe thought fit to wave this 
confideration. This Maonk defcended from an Illuftrious Fami- 
ly, wherein it may truly be faid that Learning is hereditary, 
publifhed the Hiftory of St. Gregory the Great in 1689, and to 
make it the more exact, he did not content himfelf with perofing 
the printed Writings of St. Gregory, but confulted the Manu- 
{cripts, and found very great difference between them; this 
induc’d him to publifh a new Edition of all this Father’s Works, 
after having reviewed them with the help of his Friends and 
Brethren, and compar’d them with a gieat number of old Ma- 
nufcripts, whereby he was enabled to re€tify many paflages that 
had been miftaken We find in the General Preface, and in all 
the patticular Prefaces, inftances. of what has been amended in 
- this new Edition, which ferve as fo many proofs that thefe his 
Endeavours were neceflary to reftore the Wnitings of this Father 
to their Original Purity. 

We fhall Gy nothing here of the Epiftle Dedicatory, where- 
in the Pope, to whom it is addreffed, has a very high Chara€ter 
given him. 

The General Preface which follows, mentions the different 
Editions which have been made of St. Gregory’s Works, and. dif 
covets the grofs Errors which were left in the very laft, which 
M.e Gouffainville publifh’d. _ There are fome of them extra&ted 
from the two fitft Books of the Life of St. Gregory, compofed by 
Foannes Diaconus, which are found alfo in this Edition. We 
fhall only mention the principal of them, with the amendments 
that have been made in the new Edition. : 

In the 2oth Column of the Edition of Gouffainville we read, 
Ut nifi Deus piilimi in corde principis infpiraverit ut infitam fibt 
shifcericordiam ‘oa <y3008 largiatur, €F p illam diacopofin vel 
unum Magiftrum Militum & unum ducem dignetur Ecclefia conce- 


dere, in omm fimus Anguftia deftituti,; quia Maxima partes Ro- 
mane, €7c. There is no Senfe in thefe words but the reading, 
which the Manufcripts prefent us, and is followed in the new 
Edition is Intelligible. Ur zifi Deus piiffimi in corde principis 
infpiraverit ut infitam fibi mifericordiam fuis famulis largiatur, & 
Super illa Diacopiofin vel unum mgiftrum militum — ducem 
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dignetur concedere, in omni fimus Angufti d defitati «:ouie masks 
partes Romane omni prafidio vacuate videntur, It 3s obterved 
here, that two Manufcripts explain the word Diacopiofin b 

fErarium publicum. y 

Col.24. Of Gouffainvill’s Edition we read, Et pro culpis meis in oc- 
cupatronisExilium facie dominantis miflis quafi deftitute (Deftruffe) 
vidua.vocibus cum propheta dico : Q4i Confolabatur me longe re- 
ceffit @ me. \t is hard to find any good Senfé in thefe words 
but this part is very clear in the new Edition, where we read ac. 
cording to the Manufcripts, Er pro culpis meis in occupationis ex- 
ilium @ facie dominantis miffus quafi deftrulte Fudee vocibus cum 
Propbeta dico, &c. St. Gregory makes an Illufion here to Fere- 
miah’s Lamentations, the Subject of which is the DeftruStion of 
Fudea.. 

In the fame Column we find, Inter hee omnia turbatus cogor 
modo in ipfum (ipfam) clavum adverfitatem dirigere modo curvata 
navi impetum fluttuum latere minas flatiuum ex obliquo declinare 
(ex obliquo latere declinare) There is no Senfe in this, but it is 
remedied by confulting the Manufcripts which have it, Interque 
hec omnia turbatus cogor modo in ipfam clavam adverfitatem diri- 
gere modo curvato navis latere minas fludluum ex obliquo -de- 
clinare. 

There is yet a greater Error in the 4th Chapter of the 2d 
Book, Col. 27. becaufé they make St.Gregory a Heretick by at- 
tributing thefe words tohim, Quintum quoque concilium pariter 
veneror in quo----€c. Lheodorus perfonam mediatoris in duabus 
Subftantiis feparans ad ees perfidiam cecidiffe convincitur,. 
If that was an Impiety in [becdorus, to acknowledze two Sub- 
{tances in Jefus Chrift, we muft fay that he has but one Sub- 
ftance, which is the Herefie of Eutyches : But inftead of in dua- 
bus Subftentiis, we muft read it asin the Manufcripts, 2 duabus 
Subjiftentiis, in two Subfiftences, in two Perfons, which Theo- 
dorus as well as Neftorius, have been accufed to have faid of our. 


Saviour. ees 
Col. 38. In the Edition of Gouffzinville, one cannot tell what’ 


is meant by thefe words, Volo Autem ut domne paterichie ( Pa- 
triarcbie ) mea offeras Solidos Quadraginta.- But his meaning is 
eafily underftood when by the help of the Manufcripts, Pate. 
riubie mee is chang’d into Paterie Ibie mee, becaufe it is known. 


that Thie, fignifies Aunt. | 
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Thefe Examples are enough to fhow that a new Edi. 
tion of St. Gregory’s Works to make it conformable to the Ma- 
-nufcripts was very needful. Father St. Martha does not infift 
very much here uponthe Authority of thofe Remains of Anti- 
quity, becaufe Father Madi//on has difcours’d of it in the 13th 
Chapter of the Supplement of his Diplomatica newly pubjithed, 
and the Learned Father Sirmondhas.alfo {poke very advantagi- 
oufly of it in his Anfwer to P. Aure/ius. 

Father St. fartha does not in his General Preface give a Ca- 
talogue of the Manufcripts that have been made ufe of in this 
new Edition, becaufe it was needlef{s, fince in all the particular 
Prefaces at the beginning of cach of St. Gregory’s Works he gives 
us an Account, after which Manuicripts, they have been revifed 
and amended. ; . 

In all the Amendments that have been made, care has been 
taken to obferve the ancient Reading, and the Reafons why it 
has been altered. Thefe Keafons are ufually drawn from the Agree- 
ment of the Manufcripts which have every where been exaétly 
diftinguifh’d, but when they do not agree (which feldom happens) 
and when there is not very good Reafon to prefer the Readings 
they prefent us, to thofe which have been received already ; then 
he contents himfelf to fet down the feveral Readings in fmall 
Notes atthe bottom of the Colum. There are alfo other Notes, 
which explain the Text when it is needful; but they are very 
{hort, except thofe he has been oblig’d to make upon the Dia- 
logues, the Epiftles and the Sacramentarium. Upon the Margin 
there are other fmall Notes, which are like fo many Summaries 
of what is moft remarkable in the Texts, and they help very 
much to fhow the Method and Connexion of the Matters treated 
upon, Thisis the Diftribution of all St. Gregory’s Works in 
four Volumes, as we find it in the General Preface. 

The firft. Volume contains all that this Father hath wrote 
upon Scripture, viz. the Morals upon Fob, the Homelies upon 
Ezechiel, and the Homeles upon the Evangelifis. They might 
have added to thefe the Commeataries upon the firft Book of 
Kings, and the Song of Solomon, which are St. Gregory’s Works, 
but it’s.believed they have not efcap’d fome Alteration, befides 
this firft Volumecould not contain fo much Matter. We find 
in the fecond, the Paffora/, the Dialogues im Latin and Greek,and 
the Epift/es. ‘The third is divided into two Parts, whereof the 
firft contains the Sacramentarium with the Annotations of spe 

| nara, 








for Wecember, zo, 709 
nard, and all that relates to the Liturgy ; and the fe: 
Commentaries upon the firft Book of the Kings, ne ape Se 
lomon, the Seven Penitential Pfalms, and a Concordance of Pfr. 
ges in Holy Scripture ; the fourth Volume contains in the frit 
part the Life of St. Gregory, and in the fecond the Works of 
Paterius, who was his Difciple and Secretary, with that which 
the Monk Alu/fe of Tourney has wrote upon the New Tefta- 
ment, The compiling of all thefé was formerly serekd to 
Parerius, We fhall give in another Article the Particulars of 
the three laft Volumes, and fhall only here confider the firft 
Pie we have made an end of going through the General Pre: 
ace.. 

Father St, Martha, ‘after he has {poke of the Works which 
"twas believed did really belong to St. Gregory treats of fome 
which have been afcrib’d to him, viz. a fhort Explanation of the 
Four Evangelifts, and of one Penitential Pfalm, but he maintains 
that St. Gregory is not the Author of them, and. that it is as 
improbable. that he wrote upon the. Hiftory of Samfon. He 
afterwards defends the Purity of St. Gregory's Do&trine, not on- 
ly.as to Morals which rio body difputes, but alfo as to Principle. 


This great Pope, fays Father St. Martha has refuted all the an-- 


cient Hereticks, the Manichees, the Arians, the Nefertans, the 
Eztycheans, the Pefagians, and in {hort all the new ones as low 
as the Qaietifis. Qur Avthor alledges, thar St. Gregory efta- 
blifhes the Doétrine of:the Church of Rome-againtt the Ca/v- 
i touching the Holy Sacrifice of the Altar, the. real Prefence 
of the Body and Blood of our Saviour in the Sacrament, .the 
Neceffity of Confeffion of Sins, the Priefts Abfolution, the Amif- 


fibility of Grace, &c. 


The Ca/vinifts and Quietifts, fays Father St: Martha, méght~ 


draw fome Confequence from a corrupted Paflage in his Morals, 
lib. 22. numb. 35. but they have remedied this by means of Ma-- 


nufcripts, and the moft ancient Editions, where there is :ncom- 


mutabili inberens inftead of, incommutabiliter inharens, which . 


feems to affert the Ivamiffbility of Grace againft the Doéktrine 
which St. Gregory teaches in divers Places. This great Doétor, 
ays our Author, bas, by way of Advance, fiifled all the Hese- 
ticks which could {pring up after his i eftablithing the - 
Sovereign Authority of the Church in her Decifions ; [One would: 


wonder, after this Argument has been fo fully confuied by Prote- 


fant Writers, that any Man who-pretends to Learning _ 
aves 
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have the Affurance to offer it.| The Libertines, who doubt the 
everlafting Torments ofthe Damn’d, are likewife confounded by 
St. Gregory, Speaking of the State of Souls after Death, it’s prow’d 
according to this Father, That thofe of the Saints enjoy Eternal 
Blifs, as foon as they are feperated from the Body, and thofe 
who have Sins remaining to expiate, muft pafs through the Fire 
of Purgatory. A Queftion is propofed, if St. Gregory believ’d 
that any Saints have feen during this Life the Effence of God 
by fpecial Privilege; to which it is anfwered, That it is his Opi- 
nion, efpecially in his 11th Book of Dialogues, Chap. 11. and 
that what he fays in other Places is not contrary to this Opinion. 
Another Queftion was alfo propos’d, Whether St. Gregory be- 
liev’d that Angels had Bodies; he feems to affert it in one place, 
but it muft be explain’d by other places, where treating exprefly 
of this Queftion, he maintains that Angels are altogether of a 
Spiritual Nature. 

The only thing, fays Father St. Marthe, which Dumoxulin al- 
leg’d againft this great Do€tor with any fort of probability, was 
that he did not believe the Books of the Maccabees to be Canoni- 
cal, he fays fo in the rgth Book of his Morals; but our Auv- 
thor explains in what fenfe he {poke it,and alledges that he only 
excludes thefe Books from the Canonof the Jews, but not from 
that of the Church. This Diftin&ion is grounded upon the 
Authority of St. Auguftin, St. Hieromeand Origen. | 

St. Gregory teachesin more Places than one, that the World 
was near an end, in which he feem’d to be very much miftaken. 
But our Author defends him,and tells us this was the Language of 
all the Holy Fathers that preceded him; that the Apoftles 
St. Peter and St. Fob, taught the fame thing in their Epiftles, 
1 Pet. 4. 7. 1 Fobn1. 18. The Author of the Preface takes no- 
tice upon this Subje&t, that as thofe who contemplate the Im- 
menfity of God, find the Limits of the Univerfe, or of all 
the created World, to be of a very fmall extent, as St. Gregory 
teaches in the fecond Book of his Dialogues, Chap. 35. Videnti 
Creatorem Angufta eft omnis Creatura; in like manner thofe that 
give themfelves to the Contemplation of the Eternity of God, 
find the Duration of time to be very fhort, and confider a thou- 
fand Years but as one day. 


In 
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In the laft Articles of the Preface our Author fpe 
Tranflations of the Holy Bible, which St. Gregory vm 2 5 
and of his Stile, as to Tranflations, he profifledly made ufe of 
both the Old and New, The Oldis that which was done from 
the Greek by the Seventy, and the New that whicn Str. Ferome 
did from the Hebrew, which, it’s evident, St. Gregory prefers. 
As to-St, Gregory’s Stile, he fays himfelf, that he did not much 
obferve the Laws of Grammer, wherein he only followed thofe 





that explain’d the Scripture before him, as was obferv’d by Mr. 


Huet, Bithopof Avraages. 

This Preface is followed by his Morals upon Fob, which was 
—— fit to be plac’d at the beginning of the 1ft Vol. of S1.Grego- 
ry’s Works, for feveral Reafons which are exhibited in the Preface 
to this Work: As foon as it came to light, it met with uni- 
verfal Approbation, fays our Author. There were Bifhops that 
caus’d it to be read at Divine Worfhip, which very much offend- 
ed this Pope’s Modefty. Several Abridgments were made of it 
afterward. The Perion moft noted among thofe Abreviators, 
whofe Namesare here inferted, is S. Odo; at that time a Canon 
of St. Martin de Tours, and afterwards Monk and Abbot of 
Cluny. There have alfo been Verfions made of it for above 600 
Years into the Vulgar Languages. 

The particular Efteem which Antiquity conceived for thefe 
Morals, produced the vaft number of ManufCripts of them, 
which to this day makeup a confiderable patt of the Trea- 
fure of Libraries, our Author takes notice here of more than 
fourty, with which thefe Works were compar’d for making this 
new Edition. It’s faid that fome of them are almoft contempo- 
rary with St. Gregory himfclf. 

"Tis from thefe ancient Copies, that a vaft number of puffa- 
ges, which had been corrupted in the former Editions, have 
been amended in this; fome of the chief of them are as follow. 
In the firft Book, Numb. 17. they 1ead formerly upon the Sub- 
je&t of onr Saviour, Mortem pro 1llo humilem fumpfit, but we 
muft read, Meniem, ce. Numb. 21. for tota gentilium vitioh 
r, torta gentilium vitiofitas. Numb, 31. for Pradicationis Gratia 
read Purgationis Gratia. There was a very grofs:miftake in 

fpeaking of Jefus Chrift, they read 2am 


that fame place, where ipeaking 
cuntls foiens, fed in femetipfo ignorantiam noftram Safeipiens ; 
which favours the Errors of po acy — an Foe 

fuccefs, whereas it ought to be reac, ved in 
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Locutione fua noftram ignorantiam fufcipiens. Numb. 37. we 
muft read for qua metu relinquitur, que mente relinguitur. 

After refioring the Text of this Work to_its-Original purity, 
our Author has endeavoured to reftore the ancient Divifion of | 
it made by St. Gregory himf€lt in 6 Patts. The firft who divi- 
ded his Morals into Chapters, was a Canon of Arcszo, called 
Rainerius, who lived in the Emperor Henry the Second’s Time. 

In the firft Edition of Paris, and in orheis which are elder, «or- 
much about the fame time, the Books of Morals were divided 
mto fmall Se€tions, without any mention of Chapters, but in 
the Edition of Bafil, Anno 1503. we find Chapters. - Coccius. 
chang’d the Order of thefe Chapters, and he has fince been fol- 
lowed by all thofe that have publifh’d the fubfequent Editions 
of thofe Morals ; but our Author would not 2zgree:to-that divi- 
fion, becaufe many times there were Matters quite different 
comprehended in one Chapter, which ought to have been. divi- 
ded into feveral ; and on the other hand, feveral Chapters are 
oftentimes found on the fame Subjeé&, whereas one divifion 
might have ferv’d. The Rules preferibed for dividing the Chap- 
ters are natural, being taken from thofe. Verfes of Fob, which 
St. Gregory undertakes to explain ; fo that each Verfe, or half 
Verfe ot Fobs, begins a Chapter, and when the Chapter is too 
tong, it’s divided. into Se€tions marked with Cyphers. The Ar- 
guments in the preceding Editions not being exact, our Author 
has made others; and befides, there is added to each litle 
a a very concife Summary of what's moft remarkable in 
the Text. : 

What. has been faid of the new Edition of the Morals, is fof- 
ficient to explain what is new in that of the Homilies upon the 
Prophet Ezechiel: St. Gregory wrote it when Rome was very 
clofely block’d up by the Lombards, and he feem’d to be wholly 
taken up with the fad condition which the Gapital City of the 
World was then reduced.to. It was this which formerly rais‘d 
St. Bernard’s Admiration: St. Hierome-excufed himfelf from ex- 
plaining this Prophet, becaufe of his obfcurity, when he heard 
of the News of the taking of Rome by the Barbarians, at which 
be was extreamly affli€ted. When St. Gregory wrote this Work, 
if we may believe our Author, and Perer the Deacon his Secre- 
tary, the Holy Ghoft, in the Shape of a Dove, fuggefted unto 
him what he fhould write ; and they alledge, that the profound 

aumility which this great Pope difcover’d in-his Homilies, might 
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make him worthy of fo great a favour. We have here 2 preety 
long Addition to the oth Homily of the fecond Book, it is raken 
from three Manufcripts, but at the fame time it has not been 
thought ft to infert it in the Text, becaufe it was not found in 
the other. 

_TheNotes made upon thefe Homilies,: tho’ fhort, are fufti- 
cient to-clear all Diificulties. For Inftance, in the fecond Book, 
fiom, 5. 12. St. Gregory fays that the Numbers of 30 and 60, 
Which are {poken of in a Parable, (Marrb, 13. 8.) denote this 
Life, and the Number 100 fignities Eternal : Ta which he adds, 
Et vette per ceatenarium numerum ZEterne vite contemplatio de- 
JSgnatur, Gitta cum poft triginta ac Sexaginta ad centefimuihn nuse- 
rum computando pervenimus idem centenarius numerus in dextram 
tranfit: Upon which it was thoughr fit to make this fmall 
Note, Adludit ad Morem computandi veterum ; olim quippe nis- 
meri omnes finifti ae digités aut erectis aut varie inflexis {ni fea- 
bantur ufq, ad centenarium, ad gacm ubi perventum effet de he 
niftra transferebatur in dextrah, qua de’re Coafi'e Calinm. 
Rhodigin. Lei. Antig 1. 23.¢. 11.8 12. 

‘Our Author adds concerning St. Gregory’s Homelies upon the 
Evangelifts, that St. Gregory, with his accuftomed Humility, 
complains of the extream eagerneis the People had to hear thofe 
Difcourfes, and take Copies of them, but the. Charch ftill did 
wee more Honour,. by including them almoft wholly in her 
‘Office. 

We fhall fay nothing here of the Amendments and Keftora- 
tions made in the Texts of thofe Homelies, abundance of them 
are taken nutice of in the Advertifement prefix’d. There are 
alfo fome difficulties Refolved about the Places of. the ancient 
Stations of Rome, where, they, aflert again{t Father Fronto, that 
there have been of them in.fome Monatfteries. 

This firft Volume concludes.with two very large Tables, one 
of the Paffages of HolySctipture, and the other of the Matters 
contain’d in the Work. ) 
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Nowselle Fortification, tant pour un Terrain bas & bumide que 
Sec & clevé, &c. i.e. A New Method of Fortification, as 
well for low and moift Ground, as for that which is dry and 
elevated, reprefented in three Manners upon the Inner Area 
of a Hexagon, after the French Manner; where the Ufe of 
the Modern wet and dry Ditches, are explain’d, with the 
Modern way of fortifying Maritime Places, as well as thofe 
fituated upon Rivers, and how they ought to be built. As 
alfo the Attack of cach Method, compar’d as to-its- Efficacy: 
and Expence ; with the French Way of Fortification, by the 
late Minno Baron de Coeborn, General of Artillery, Lieutenant 
General of Foot, Dire€tor General of the Fortifications of the 
United Provinces, Governor of Flanders, and of the Fortreffes 
of the Sche/d. Atthe Hague, 1706. 8°. pages 262. 

HO” the Title of this Book mentions it to have been com- 
pos’d by the late Baron Cochorn, we mutt not fuppofe it a 

Pofthumous Work, for it was printed before the Author’s death ; 

tis only the French Tranflation that has appeared fince. 

It would be impoffible to take notice of all the Alterations 
which M. de Coeborn has brought in to the ufual Method of For- 
tification, we fhall only take notice of fuch as are moft impor- 
tant. The Author forms aCounter-guard, which he calls Cosvre 
face, becaufe it is placed before the front ; and inftead of fepa- 
rating it from the Head Baftion by a dry Ditch, of 2@ or 25 foot 
broad, as Monfieur Speckle did, * he places it beyond a Ditch 
from 120 to 144 foot broad, fortify’d with a Parapet of 20 foot 
at the top, fo that the Bafis is but from 28 to 38 foot, that there 
may be no ground left for the Befiegers to fix their Counter- 
Battery. Otherways our Author covers the Flanks by a fecond 
Rampart continued, which with the Galleries onght to have 
44 foot of Bafis, and a large Parapet at the top; of 20 foot broad. 
He alfo covers his Capital Flanks with anOrillon, which he on- 
ly makes 60 foot thick, or little more, on purpofé to build: his 

‘radiores in the Breaches by a more open Angle. ee 

In the fecond place he covers his Flanks. by an Orillon, inform 
of a Stone Tower, which he prefers to the other, becaufe ir 
does not leffen the high Flanks, but very much enlarges the mid- 





7 A famons German Ingineer, who piblifhed a Work of Fortifications in 1589, and. 
is faid to have taught that Method of Fortifying which the French have jfince attri- 
buted to. themfel-ves, . ? 


ale: 
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die Flank, whereas the Flanks which are made after the French 
way are fo much lefién’d by the Orillon that they date fhorten’d 
a third. Befides,, our Author’s Orillon is advanced 134 foot be- 
fore the high Flank, and confequently better fecures it againit 
Petes ga in fhort, this Tower is of great Advantage in an- 

(tack. 

Befides all thefe Ways of covering the Flanks, we find in this. 
Book divers other Fires entirely cover’d upon the dry Ditches, 
the Ravelins, the Cofres, the Galleries, funk Caponiers, and other 


fuch Works, : 
Our Author puts a dry Ditch before the Ravelins, and covers 


it by a fecond Rampart, on purpofe, that when the Befiegers 
have paffed the wet Ditch with their Galleries, and have lodged’ 
themfelves upon this Rampart, the Befiegers may at any time ap- 
proach them under Covert, annoy them by Artificial Fires, nay, 
and chafe them out of their Lodgments ; for as long as the Befie- 
ged.can preferve the ufe of thefe dry Ditches before the Ravelins, . 
the Befiegers will not be in a condition to attack the Ravelin,. 
And how can they lodge themfelves.upon the Breaches, when 
the Befieged may at any time, under Covert, approach them on 
both fides, whereas the Befiegers mutt find themfelves between. 
the Fires of thofé Towers and the Capital Fronts? They ought: 
not then to make.an Affault, till after they have poffefled them- 
Siete of all the dry Ditches-which may happen to be in their. 
ay. 
And that the Befieged*may have. more Front and lef in their 
Way, to annoy. the Befiegers as well in their Sallies as in their 
Retreats, he caufes a dry Ditch to be made-round the Capital’ 
Work, which he likewife covers with a Second Rampart, where 
the Befieged, as well in the Ravelin as: before the Capiral Faces, 
may aét-under Covert againft the Befieged,; not: only with their 


Foot, but alfo with their Horfe, when they pleafe. 


The Walls-are alfo cover’d. by a fecond Rampart: Let them. 
fe, it can never withftand a: 


build: a: Wall as ftrong: as they plea 
Train megs it could, it muft-be a vaft Charge, 


great Train of Artiller 
~ Wi ‘Monfieur | loves rather: to build at a -fmall 
Charge upon a firm Foundation, and to.cover it with a. Kam oe 


ge. upon } 
which is very troublefome for the Befiegers to batter. © A: Wal 
thus si is very Advantagious, as well in refpett of Fruga-- 


lity as in refpe&t 0 Defence, 
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The Delcription of Cochorn’s Counterfcarps isas follows. 

“« We fuppofe, {ays he, for that purpofe,' the Ground to be 
* saifed four Foor above the levelof the Water, as we find them 
‘ in many Parts cf our United Provinces. 

© From the fame height we begin. to dig the Coverd-way of 
‘the Counterfcarp within three Foot of the Parapet, floaping 

down as far as the level of the Ditch of 72 Foor broad. 
Upon the dug/es we place Lodgments ot Brickwork going in as 
far as the shicknefS of the Wail, and of one and a_ half, or 
rather of two Bricks, to the height of the Glacis, which, with 
the digd Cover’ d-way, contains feven Foot and a half. Thofe 
Walls have Bautlementsround them to defend the Cover'd-way 
before them; before thefe Lodgments, about three Foor 
diftant-from thefe Walls, there’s a row of Pallifadoes, to hin- 
der the Enemy from. faftning the Petard to them, and 
that they may not ruin the Lodgment behind by Cannon 
planted on the Glacis, he makes a Parapet in the-midft of the 
faid Cover’d.way, which is called a Traverfe, ot {even Foor 
and a half high, and about 18 Foor broad at top, traverfing 
the Cover‘d-way as far asthe Ditch; before thefe Traverfes, as 
alfo before all the Glacis, are two Bankquets. This Traverte 
ferves for a fecond Lodgment, which clears all the Cover'd- 
‘ way; and to fecure them. againft being fcal’d, two ows of 
‘ Pallifadoes are planted before thofe Traverfes, which are form’d 
© as well on the faid Lodgments as on the Parapet of the Ef- 

lanade by other Pallifadoes, where Barriers muft be made. 

Tne better to guard the Coverd-way before the Lodgments, he 
© builds a Coffer, which goes 36 Foot into the Glacis, being eight 
© Foot broad, covered with Planks, leaving an opening before of 
¢ one Foot and a half. above the Eiplanade, and covering it with 
© Turf to withftand Artificial Fires. This Coffer anfwers in the 
© Cover'd-way to feveral little ones under Ground, and here 
* Port-holes are made on purpofe to fire from the Galleries upon 
* fuch as may have forc’d the Paflage of the Coffer, and. to fe- 
* cure the Rae ae tothe Traverfes on the ‘Lines 
* from the Befiegers prenticnschath fi that t — 


‘be fet u i ot om sna corte eae 
¢ 12 Foot long 


. 
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This is a fmall Specimen of the Alterations, which Monf,ge 
Coehorn, has made in the ordinary way of Fortileations, Thofe 
that would havea fuller Account may read his Book. or only cat 
their Eye upon the Copper Plates, where they may leara mote 
ina minute than we can teach them, by along Dilcour{e, 
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Meditationes Selefa, de Sublimir hominis Scentia, compendiofe di- 
gefie, i. e. Sele&t Meditations concerning the Sublime Know: 
ledge of Man compendioufly digefted. By Divid Brown, Bur- 
graik of Marienbarg for his Majefty of Poland, and his Com: 
miffary of War. Dantzick 1704. 8v0. Pages. 352. 


“Here is not a word how:plain foever, its Signification was 

at firft, but what in procefs of time may become ambiguous 

upon feveral Accounts. We fhall only mention two ar prefent, 
1. Sometimes People that do not well underftand the Signiticati- 
on of a Word give it another Meaning, fomething like the true 
Meaning, or perhaps altogether different from it. This fecond 
Signification..is introduc’d by degrees, and yet the former is not 
abolifh’d ; and:thus a Word, which was plain at firft, admits of 
feveral Interpretations, and comes to be altogether equivocal. 
2, The Vanity of Men, who affe& to give high Names to every 
thing that belongs to ‘em, or that they have any Concern with, 
diverts ceitain Names from their proper Signification, to give 
them one that is.altogether Foreign. Tis this that makes fo ma- 
ny Titles of Dignity fignifie now a days quite another thing than 
what they did at their firft Inftitution. The fame has happened 
to the word Demonftration. It fignified at firft a Proof of a Propofi- 
tion fo clear and evident, that it might afterwards pats for a 
Principle, and that as certain as the Principle from whence it 
was deduc’d: But now a days there is no Argument, good or bad, 
weak or ftrong, which the Authors do not Honour with the Glo- 
rious Title of a Demonftration, For as all Men are apt to be- 
lieve their own Sentiments infallibe, it may eafily be fuppos‘d, 
that they. think the Reafons, upon which they build them, are 
Demonftrations.. The ie has happen’d to the Word Me-. 


dtation. \ts proper Signification, when.apply’d to any Difcurii- 
iteet Form or MMtiad goes. from. one 


Rexioning, where the. ¢ 

on, - | 
3 another, and from Confequence to Confequence, without 
Light to-another, and f ‘borrewings, 
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borrowing any thing from abroad, and but feldom makes ufé of 
Authority, and that rather to illuftrate than to prove the Truths 
we difcover. “But in thisAge, the word Meditation is given in- 
differently to all forts of Difcourfe, fupported either by Reafon 
or Authority, produced either by a Man’s own Attention or pro- 
per Knowledge, or by means of his Reading and Inquiry, and 
-by the help of his Colle&tions. °Tis in this laft fenfe that the word 
Meditation muft be taken in Mr, Browz’s Book, we fhould be 
miftaken if we conceiv’d this Title to agree to his Work in the 
fame fenfe ; for Inftance, as ir belongs to the Books that M. Des 
Cartes call'd by that Name, Mr. Brown does not value himfelf 
asif his Book were all the Produétion of his own Brain, for 
the Book he prefents us with, is at leaft as much the fruit 
of his Reading as of his Meditation, and tho’ he maintains his 
Propofitions with evident Arguments .he negle&ts not Authority 
and there are few Books of the fame bignets that are furnifhe 
with a gréater {tock of what a clofe ftudy of feveral Years has 
produced. | 

1. The Book is divided into four Meditations ; the firft treats 
of God. And here our Author proves, that by examining all the 
Beings of which the World is compofed, and afcending by de- 
grees from Inanimate to Animate Things, from Animate to Senfi- 
tive, from Senfitive to Intelligent Beings, &c. it brings us at 
laft to the Knowledge of one God who has created them all. 
He maintains rhat there never yet was an Atheift fully perfuaded 
that there was not a God, this Sovereign Being has fo deep- 
ly imprinted his Idea in the Soul of every Man, that it is impof- 
fle or him to efface it entirely. Our Author proves the Ex- 
iftence of God by four principal Arguments: 1. By the Contem- 
plation of the Works of the Univerfe. 2. By the Contemplation 
of our Selves. 3. By the motion of all Things in the World. 
4. By the end of all Creatures. He has added to this, in fhort, 
a great number of other Reafons, which he calls Ferrago Argu- 
amentorum de Exiftentia Det remiffive. 

He afterwards fhows us the Original of the Plurality of Gods 
among the Heathens ; he brings the Teftimonies of feveral Phi- 
lofophers and Poets that have afferted there was but one God. 
He maintains that it would be hard to know the Nature of the 
Godhead without Revelation. He fpeaks afterwards of the 
Works of God. He fhows that it was of his Free Will he crea- 

ted the World, and.that-God’s Providence does not hinder — 











Free Will, not is he the Occafion of Evil or Sin, tho’ he permits 
itto happen. Me adduces his Reafons for this permifhion, of 
rather cites a pafflage of Dama/cene upon the Subject, and refers 
us.to feveral Authors both Ancient and:Modern, that have treat 
ed of this Matter. | 

2. The fecond Meditation treats of the Soul’s [mmortality. 
Our Author contiders of feveral Queftions:; for inftance, What 
the Soul is, [fit be compofed of Elements cr of Fire, lt itbea 
Subtile Air, or Blood it felt; If it bea Body; Whether it be 
the Temperament; [f ic be Number or Harmony ; Whether it 
be of the Number of Coeleitial Bodies, If there be two Souls 
in one Body; If it be Divifible; If the Life in Min be Di- 
refted ; Dirigatur; by the Reatonable Soul, or by the Anima! 
Spirits; If ic be all in the Body, and all in every part of the 
Body ; upon which the Author is tor the Negative. He defines 
the Soul to be a Spirit Hypoftatically umited to the Humane Body, ° 
which exercifes tts nutritive and fenhtive Faculties in the Organs 
of the Body, bur intelligent nothwithftanding, without the help of 
any Organ of the Body, and 1s capable to fabjfift without it. 

Atter having examin’d feveral Opinions concesning the Origine 
of the Soul; he declares himfelt to be for that which feems to 
have heen-banifh’d all Chriftian Schools; that is, that the Soul 
is ¢x Lraduce, which is as much asto fay that they are produ- 
ced by our Parents, and that we receive our Souls from them as 
well.as our Bodies: It is impoffible, according to th’s Author, 
‘that God creates Souls every, day, becaufe, according to thisOp:- 
nion,. we can never give any rcafon of : the Propagation of Oxi- 
ginal Sin, for if God create the Soul, it:muit follow that he 
created it Innocent. ._Hoaw then comes itto be Criminal? The 
Body cannot infeét the Soul, becaufe the Body is. weaker than 
the Spirit, and’ the Soul would refift this Gorruption, Op the 
other hand, sthe Soul is'the Seat of Original Sin; for Sz. Thomas 
‘Nas taught for;;and after the Authority of the Angelical DoGor, 
there’s nothing co be faid. It is likewile impious to believe, 
thatGod having created the Soul innocent, and united it to the 
Body; the {hould ftraight abandon ic to Corruption ; or thatyyhile 
ic' continues living in itsdntegrity, he fhould impute to dt-the 
- Sins: committed by Adam. «. { ofT 
_.) Another reaton, which. according to him proves our Parents 

to be the Aurhors of our Souls, is, That without this they could 


3 Parents, fince they wowld-only be the 
ot juttly ‘be called our Paren 7 ™ y woul jes 
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Author of one part of us, to wit, our Bodies. We fhall paf 
by our Author’s other.reafons, as being too Scholaftick. 

He proves the Immortality of the Soul, 1. Becaufe we are 
fenfible that the Soul aéts without the Body, and without ma- ’ 
king ufe of any of its Organs. 2 Becaufe it moves of it felf, 
and is the firft Principle of Motion. 3. Becaufeé our Souls are 
Simple and Immaterial. 4. Our own Confcience, which makes 
us hope for BleffednefS if we live well, and look for Punifhment 
if we live ill, is a proof of our Immortality. 5. Our freedom, 
which nothing can furmount. 6. The Juftice of God is alfo a 
good proof of the Soul’s Immortality. Laftly, Our Author pre- 
tends that the Pagans knew the Doftrine of the Refurreétion, 
and ke quotes feveral of them for Witneflés of itr. At the clofe 
of this Meditation, he {peaks of the Tranfmigration of Souls, of 
Metamorphofes of Bodies, and of the Apparitions of Ghofts. 

3. The Sovereign Good and Happinefs of Man is the Subje& 
ef the third Meditation. Our Author proves that the chief 
Good of Man is not to be found in himfelf, nor in any external 
thing. He maintains that it confifts in the Participation and 
Enjoyment of the Supreme Eternal Being ; that is to fay, in 
true Religion, which will be perfe€ted in the Life to come. He 
demonftrates that this prefent Life is not fir to be our chief 
Good, neither in refpe€&t of Body nor Soul. He reconciles all 
the Opinions of Philofophers, as to our chief Good, by fuppo- 
fing that they muft be underftood of the Life to come. Hecon- 
futes the Fews and Mabometans, who believe that they fhall 
have Sentual Pleafures after this Life. He fhews us what that 
true Happinefs is, that Body and Soul enjoy together; and he 
reconciles the Sentiments of Porphyry, Plato and Varro, upon 
the Refurre€tion. 

4. The fourth and laft Meditation, which is fubdivided into 
two Settions, treats of Religion, or the Way that leads to the 
chief Good. Our Author maintains at. the fame that 
there is but one true Religion, and one Way to attain to ppl 
nefs, which fhows how blameable their Opinions are who be 
lieve that all Religions are indifferent. He reduces all the Reli- 
gions that have been fince the beginning of the World, into four 

rincipat ones;: The Pagan, the Tewith, the Chriftian, and the 
ometan. He tells us, that there has always been a true 
Church, which has been the Guardian of the true Revelations 
which came from.God. He comes afterwards 0 ee 











Heathen Religion: He {peaks of their Oracles, which Bi 
lieves were infpir’d by the Devil, of the Sybils Verfes and of 
other Revelations, whereof the Pagans boalt. He believes that 
what is found to be true in the Sybi/s Verfes, is a Fragment of the 
old Traditions of the Patriarchs, and that the reft has been told 
them by the Devil; but it’s probable he had been nearer the 
Truth, had he faid, that what remains now a days of the Sybil’s 
Verfes is altogether fuppofititious, as feveral Learned Men have 
{hew’d us, and among others Mr. Blondel, Mr. Van dale and 
Mr. Mark, Divinity Profeflor at Leyden. 

He proceeds afterwatds tothe Dottrine of the Heathen Phi- 
lofophers, and expofes its Falfhood. After this he give us an 
Abridgment of all the Heathen Dottrines upon the Subjeét of 
Religion, He concludes the firft Part of this laft Meditation by 
an Examination of the Principles of the Mahometan Religion, 
and of the Revelations they boaft off. 

In the fecond Part he fhows the Antiquity of the Mofaic Re- 
ligion, and of Mo/es the Law-giver of the ews: He alledges, 
that the Pagazs borrowed a great many Things from him, i 
that they have corrupted, and made a very bad ufe of them. 

te believes that the Holy Scriptures were not unknown to 
them, and f{hews how by Providence they have been kept for 
us without being corrupted in the mid{t of a thoufand Dangers, 
which were capable to make great Alterationsinthem. He ua. 
dertakes to prove thefe fix Propofitions againft the Jews. 1. 
That Mo/es and the other Prophets have foretold a Meffas, that 
. fhould be God manifefted in the Flefh. 2 That he was to 
come ata certain time prefix’d, which happen’d to be when the 
fecond Temple was {till extant at Hierufalem. 3. That the Me/- 
fias was to be born in Betblebem of a Holy Virgin, defcended 
of the Houfe of David. 4. That the Meffas was to be poor 
ani afflifted,-to die an. Ignominious Death, to be buried, rife 
again, and have a Spiritual Kingdom that fhould be wonderful 
great. §. That the Mofaical Ceremonial Law was to ceafe 
at the Coming of the Meffias, and that the Jews Synagogue were 
to be caft off. 6. That all thefe Propofitions can agree to none 
but Jefus Chrift, our Author endeavours to fhew, that the My- 
fteries, as the Trinity, and the Incarnation, 7c, were not unknown 
to the Gentiles. "Tis true, that the Proofs which he brings are 
not always concluding, hecaufe they are taken from Writings 
that are evidently ipepobiticgs as the Sybils Verfes,€7e. and iat 2 
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ly becaufe he takes a flight Conformity in Expreffion.for a Con- 


formity in Do&trine. There are now fo many Learned Men who 
have difcufs’d all thofe Arguments, and expos’d the Weaknefé of 
"em, that they ought not to be brought again upon the Stage 
without a Confutation of their Reafons, who believe them not 
to be Genuine, 

Our Author concludes with Anfwers to fome Obje€tions of the 
Fews againft the Miracles and Refurre€tion of Jefus Chrift, and 


again{t the Honetty of the Apoftles. He demoftrates the Inno- 
cence, Purity and Wifdom, €c. of the Do€trine of our Saviour, 
It is feldom, that a Perfon engaged in Politick Affairs, has fo 
much Learning and Knowledge ’as Mr. Brown fhews throughout 
this Work; but it’s probable his Book would have been more 
perfect, had he been as much Converfant with the Moderns, as 
it appears he has been with the ancient Writers. 





N. B. Since this Book was pat to the PrefS. we have receiv’d the 


Paris Fournal des Scavans, with the following Account of the 
reft of the Volumes of Pope Gregory,s Works; and therefore 
have thought fit to infert ic in this Month, that an Account of 


all his Works may be feen together. 


Santti Gregorii Pape 1. Cognomento magni,Opera omnia, ad Manu- 
Seriptos Codices Romanos, Gallicanos, Anglicanos emendata, au- 
a & Iluftrata Notis. Studio €* Labore Monachorum ord. 8. 
Beneditli é Congregatione S. Mauri. Quatuor Tomis in Fol, Pa- 
rifis in 1705. 1. ¢. The Works of Pope Gregory, firnamed 
the Great, correCted and augmented from the Manufcripts of 
Rome, France and England, with Notes. By the Monks of 
of the Order of St. Benedi, and of the Society of St. Maur. 
Paris, 1705. 4 Volumes in Fol. Vol. 1. pag. $35. Vol. 2. 
721. Vol. 3.731. Vol. 4. 649, without reckoning the Tables. 


HE fecond Volume comprehends all the reft of the Works 

that truely and only belong to St. Gregory,and none but him- 

felf had any hand in.The firft that prefents it felf tous isthe Pafto- 

ral, which deferves the firft Place, by reafon of its Antiquity and 

the Excellency of the Work: As foon as it was publifh’d, S. 

Anoftafius, Patriarch of Antioch, tranflatéd it into Greeek at the 
requelt of the Emperors Mauritins. In England, Alfred, Ring 
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of the Eaft-S axons, tranflated it into the Saxon Tongue for the 
Infiraétion of his Subjects, | 
_ The Churches of Spaz made diligent feare or it as { 
It came to lizht, oe no Church be Faw agate ches 
than that of Fravce, which in f2veral Councils enjoyn'd the Bi- 
{hops to make the Pattoral of St. Gregory the rule of their Pease 
duct. This Work deferv’d to be printed more exa€tly than in 
the former Edirions, which had a great many Errors. 

Some Inftances being laid down in the Preface, we {hall on- 
ly mention one here, which is confiderable, becaufe it-contains 
an Error which is dire€tly contrary to good Morals; for in read- 
ing Part 3. Chap. 38. (formerly Chap 4.) Sine Labore tolere- 
tur, inftead of Tolleretur; it would feem that St. Gregory 
teaches it to be neceflary tor Miniftersto wink at certain imuall 
Faults in Perfons that are under their Charge, on purpofe thar 
they may continue longer in others that are gteater, tho” he 
{peaks the quite contrary. 

That which has given occafion to féveral of thofe Errors is, 
that thofe who read the Manufcripts, not being acquainted with 
their Orthography, read it otherwife than they ought to have 
done. Thusin the third Part of the Paftgral, Cap. 36. ( for- 
merly the 4th ) where the Manufcripts have Fubexztur for ¥x- 
ventur, becaule formerly they wrote ab fora w; bur fince Fw 
bcmtur made a falfe Conftru€tion, in the printed Copies they 
made it Fubeantur, we mult therefore read in this place, Ne 
ex latere juventur (7 mala. Molt of the Notes are writ on pur- 
pofe to correét thofe forts of Errors, and to {how from whence 
they came. The beft Editions have been confulted for thar pur- 
pofe, as well as many of the molt ancient Manufcripts. 

St. Gregory’s Dialogues are plac’d immediately after his Pa- 
{toral,. becaufe they were wrote a few Years after. Som: Pro- 
teftant Criticks have endeavour’d to prove, that this Work was 
not Pope Gregories, but according to our Author, they are con- 
futed by M.de Gouffainville, and therefore in this new Edition, . 
the Diflertation, which he compos’ upon this Subject, is in- 
ferted, and his Proofs are puih’d farther in the Preface, where 
Father St. Martha offers to prove by a demonftrative Argument, 
that the Charaéter of the Author of the Dialogues can agree 
crib’d to none but St. Gregory the Great. And fince fome of 


the Learned have thought this Work unworthy of fo great a 


Divine, becaufe the Miracles which are mention‘ in it, it 
: sela- 
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Telated with fo little exa&tnefS and probability, our Authors have 
Thought fit to defend them thus. We find (fay they ) in the Old 
and New Teftaments * Miracles that are far beyond any of 
thofé which Sr. Gregcry mentions ; the Dialogue of the Serpent 
with Eve, Ger. 3. that of the Afswith Balaam, Numb. 22. Lot’s 
Wife turn’d into a Pillar of Salt, Gev.19. A Piece of Money 
found in a Fifhe’s Bellev, Alwrb. 17. Se. Oa the other hand it 
cannot be den ed, but that the Son of God promifed the Gift of 
Miracles to his Church, and give us affurance, that thofé who 
believed in him fhould work greater Miracles ¢ than he had 
wrought, 1 Joo 14. They add turther, That if there was ever 
a time when Miracles were neceflary to the Church, it muft un- 
doubtedly have been, that of the Miracles mentioned by St. Gre- 
gory. The Eaft was then become a Prey to Barbarians, or rather 
Idolaters or Arians, and lay buried under the Obfcurity of feve- 
ral Herefies ; nay,thofe that liv’d in the Bofom of the Catholick 
Church, were not free from very great Errors. St. Gregory fays, 
that in his rime many doubted the Immortality of theSoul and 
the Refurre&tion, and that he himfelf was in an Error as to the 
laft. Gregory of Tours takes notice that thefe Errors had begun 
to infe&t France. Was it not then, fay they, by a fpecial Pro- 
vidence, that to deliver People from thofe Clouds-of Darknefs. 
God raifed up Men of eminent Vertue, and Powerful in Works ; 
and hence tt happened, that in a fhore time the Wrfgorhs, who 
were Aviuas, were converted in Spain, and in that part of Gaul 
which they inhabited: The Lombards, who were till then Ido- 
laters, or Arians, and great Enemiesto the Church, turn’d Ca- 
tholicks ; to all which the Dialogues of St. Gregory contributed 
much, if we may believe Paulus Diaconus, a Hiftorian of that 
Nation. It is obfervable that St. Gregory makes memion of {fe- 
veral Miracles, which, he fays, happened in the prefence of the 
King of the Lombards, and in view of their Armies. Had his 
Writings been fabulous, and thofe People wrongfully appeal’d to 





__™* But who befides Papifis willallow Pope Gregory’s Authority to be to that 
of the Prophets and Apoftles, + Owr Tranflation as well as the Original 
has it Works, and actordingly we find that St. Peter converted 3000 at one Sermon, 
and the Apoftles and thofe that followed them, carried the Chriftiam Doftrine to the 
| Ends of the Earth, which owe Saviour never defign’d todo in Perfom, but allowing it 

M? r: Miracles, this Promife is net to lying Wonders, to Superftition and 
idolatry, . | 
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as Witnefles of things they had no , 733 
fo far from being converted if rea ihe bi en —— have bee? 
muft have been confirm’d move and more | ogues, that they 
the Hatred which 4 more in their Herefie, and in 
which they had conceived to the Church of 

befides the way of St. Gregory’s writing in this B ok whare 
full of frightful Portraitures of thefeBurbarians rae Baka ho 
means to draw them tohis Religion. This RefleGtion,f3 cai 
thor, confirms the Authoity of the Dialogues pir atc g 

He will not, however, vouch for the Truth of al} ‘a oe 
ters of Fatt meniioned in this Book: He owas ak: wh ‘is 
jaid about the Captivity of S. Pasliz, who vs sion § 
Africa by the Vandals, is falfe, but inftead of Vandals. favs he 
we ought perhaps to read Gorhs and Spain iuftead of eTxsdy a 

Phat which might give occafion to confound thofé People with 
enka rm that the Vandals deriv’d their Original ct the 

oths , that they were govern’d by the fa ; 
Religion. my oa the fame cana ne 

owever, thofe that don’t care to read. of the Mi 

find other Matters in the Dialogues capable of vena Mad 
tisfa&tion, There they have the moft Heroick Examples of Vir- 
tue, and feveral Points of Do€trine very well handled. Thefe 
Dialogues have not only been tranflated into Greek. burt alfo into 
Arabick. King A/fred caufed them to be tranflated into the Sax- 
on Tongue for his Subje&ts in the 9th Centry; and there are 
found in Manufcripts of above 500 Years ftanding, féveral 
French Tranflations of ’em both, in Profe and Verfe, which 
fhows that they were formerly in Efteem. We find numerous 
Manufcripts thofe Dialogues, and they have alfo been feveral 
times printed, but always-with many Errors, which are correfted 
in this laft Edition. Of feveral quoted in the Preface, we {hall 
only mention one, we formerly read in Chapter 35 of the 4th 
Book. Quidam Stephanus qui alio nomine Optio dittus ef?, whereas 
we mutt read, Quidam Stephanus qui in numero Optio fuit. This 
Error, in all likelihood, proceeded from the Writers Ignorance 
of the Signification of thefe two Words, Numerus and Oprio; 
Nemerus fignifying a Company of Soldiers, and Optio a Lieu- 
tenant. 

The Greek Tranflation of thefe Dialogues, done by Pope Z«- 
charie, who liv’d about 150 Years after St. Gregory, was orint- 
ed with a ereat number of Errors.. We find in feveral Places 


whole. Lines left out, and. Paffages fo mangled, that they - ; o: 
ee. 
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Senfe. This Tranflation was alter'd fince the oth Century, per 
haps by Photzgs in one Place, which favours the Opinion of the 
Greeks, touching the Proceffion of the Holy Ghoft, and does 
not agree with the Original Latin. The Learned will find in 
this new Edition of the Dialogues feveral Notes which are plea- 
Sing. Thofe Criticks which laugh at the Miracles menti- 
oned by St. Gregory, are refuted, fays our Author, by the Autho- 
rity of Greek and Latin Fathers, in the Notes on this Subject up- 
onthe rit, :d and 4th Chapters of the firft Book. 

The Col!<ction of Letters written by St. Gregory, after he be- 
_gan his Pontificate, is plac’d atter the Dialogue, and as this is 
the Chict of Sr. Gregory's Works. Mr. de Gouffainville, fays 
he, took pains to compare thofe Letters with many Manufcripts, 
yet this did nct prevent their having many Faults. It’s obferv’d 
in the new Preface to thefe Letters, that eight very confiderable 
ones have bzen correfted in the firft Book, we fhuill only touch 
here upon thofe which werein the 6th Letter. Almoft at the 
beginning we read Deftitute vidue, for Deflrudle Fudee , afew 
Lines after wolebas for volebas, which quite. deftroys the Sence ; 
afterwards Occidere recufavit tor Occidi recufavit, which makes 
it a Contradi€tion. | 

Thefe Faults, anda great many others, have been correfted by 
more than 20 Manuf{cripts from Rome, France and England, The 
different Readings taken from the Englifh Manuftcripts in ‘all Sr. 

Gregory’s Works, except his Commeu:zaries upon the Kings, the 
Song of Sclomon, and the Sacrameatarium, were collected by a 
Proteftant, called Thomas Fames, who intituled bis _Work Gre- 
gorius Reflitutus, but we may confidently affirm.that “he did not 
correct the 20th part of thefe Faults’ thar are corrected in this 
new Edition. 

St. Gregory’s Letters are divided into 14, Books : This divifion 
is Authoriz’d- by the Ancients, and Founded upon the Number 
of Years that thisPope wore the Pontifical Crown ; and where- 
as his laft Year confiited but of 6 Months and fome Days, during 
which time he was almoft continually indifpofed, the 14th 
Book contains but very few Letters. There is an Appendix at 
the end, with feveral Matters formerly inferted in the Letters, 
but not in their due places; inftead of thofe-Fragments plac‘d 
at the end of the Colleftion formerly, there are now feveral 
Letters either wrote by St. Gregory, or dire&ted to him, which 
were never before inferted in his Collections. 

"Several 
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Several of thefé Letters were milplaced, M. de Goufftinvilie 

perceived it, but did not redrefs it as Father St, Martha has 

now done. We have at the end of the Collection of the Ler. 

ters, a Difcourfe which gives an Account of this Alteration 

_ fhews it was abfolutely neceffary to bring them in duc 
rder. 


M. de Gouffainvilie had Colle&ted a great Number of very 
ample Notes upon St. Gregory’s Letters, they could not be al| 
preferved in this Edition, but the greateft part were jeft our 
and made up again by fome taken from Heuteferre, and fevera} 
new ones are added. If any Difficulties (till remain in thefe ’ 
Letters that are not fufficiently explain’d, the Reader mutt con- 
fult, by the help of the Table, the Life of St. Gregory newly 
printed, in the fourth Volume, for this Lite in feveral places is 
only a contexture of this Father’s Letters, the one explaining the 
other, and by confequence may ferve for a Commentary. 


lt is impoffible to enter into the particulars of all that is re: 
markable in thefe Letters, the whole Do€trine and Difcipline of 
the Church feems to be colle€ted togetherin them. The humi- 
lity of this great Pope made him to take the Title of the Ser- 
vant of the Servants of God, at the head of thofe Letters : 
Our Author has enquir’d in the Preface, if he be the firft that 
aflum’d this Title; at the end there are feveral Tables very Me- 
thodical and Commodious, befides thofe of the Paflages of Ho- 
ly Scripture,:and of Matters. There is one of the Canons 
which have been extracted from St. Gregory's Works. 


The third Volume is divided into two Parts, by reafon.of the 
diverfity of Subje&ts. The firft Part contains St. Gregory’s Sa- 
cramentary, his Antiphonary, and all that belongs to the Litur- 
gy and Divine Service, of which he is look’d upon to be the 
Author, though he. did nothing but put the Sacramentary, and 
the reft, into a better form. In fhort (faysour Author) St. Cy- 


an. St. Fobn Chryfoftome, St. Augujftine, &c. make mention 
| eae Pichoce of th Mafs, which is a very confiderable Part of 


the Sacramentary. 
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As there have been feveral Editions of this Book, ‘which dif- 
fer from one another, it was thought fit to prefer that by D. 
Hugh Mexard, from a Manufcript of Corbie, called the Sacra- 
mentary of St. Ey, The Prefaces give the reafon of this pre- 
ference 5 there’s added to it the learned Notes of P. Menard, 
efter feveral Errors in the fiift Edition had been corre&ted  For- 
merly the Text of the Sacramentary was read, without know- 
ing upon what places Notes were made, which is now amend- 
ed by marking thofe places with Cyphers, which relate to the 
Notes ; and the Scholia of Angelus Rocca, printed in the forego- 
ing Editions, is added to it. | 


As the Subje&t of the Liturgy has been treated of by feveral 
Learned Men, fince the Death of thefe, there has been taken 
from their Writings, as well as from feveral ancient Manu- 
fcripts, Notes upon the Sacramentary, upon P. Menard’s Obfer- 
vations, and upon all that has been fince printed about the Sa- 
eramentary ; a upon the Antiphonary, and upon the 
Colle&tions of Refponfés and Anthems, This lait Piece, which 
eontains all the Order of ‘Divine Service, as well for the Day as 
for the Night, is printed after an Ancient fine Manvfcript of the 
Abbot of St. Cornetlle de Compeigne, in which it is aicrib’d to 


St. Gregory. This.is what compofes the firft Part of the third 
Volume; each. Work has a Preface and a Table. 


The fecond Part of this Volume contains the Commentaries 
upon the firft Book of the Kings, the Song of Solomon, the fe- 
ven Penitential P/a/ms, and a Concordance of Paflages of Scrip- 
ture, which feem to contradi&t one.another. | | 


In the Preface-at the beginning of the Commentary: upon the 
Kings, our Author endeavours to prove it to be Sr. Gregory's 
Work, againft the Opinion of M. de Gouffainville; but at. the 
fame time it is fhew'd, that Claude, Abbot of Claf?, neat Re- 
venne, a Difciple of this Father, colle€ted the Work, and added 
fomething of his own. This: Commentary then was.compofed 
from. the Homilies which St. Gregory made upon the firlt 
of Kings, when he was Abbot of St. Andrews of Rome: He 
quotes there the Rule of St. Benedié?, and adds that this po 

| Ww 
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was an excellent Mafter, of a ftri& Life a 
and ialightned Difciple of the Sovereign hath, — 
{tis more certain that the Commentary upon the- Song of So- 
lomon is St. Gregory’s ; St. Columban mentions it ina Letter he 
_ wrote to him, and Paterius, this Pope’s Secretary, has quoted a 
very long Paflage of it. °Tis true, that it is not in the former 
Editions, becaufé that Commentary is imperfect there. and 
wants almoft a third part at the beginning, but the Manufcripts 
have fupplied this defet&t. Tho? there be no proof that St. Gre. 
gory is the Author of the Commentary upon the feven Peniten- 
tial Pfalms, it is notwith{tanding worthy of him, and the Rea- 
fons which have hitherto been alledged to deny it him are 
not of force. The fame is to be {aid about the Concordance of 


Paffages in Holy Scripture; there are but few Manufcripts of 
this laft Work. ulcripts © 


That of the Vatican Library is look’d upon to be the only one 
in all Italy, A Jefuit of Luxemburg found one in the College 
Library of that Town, wherewith he acquainted Father Sirmond, 
who was curious to fee it. Gi/lot found one in the Library of 
St. Dexis, which is fince loft: They fatisfied themfelves to com- 
pare this Concordance with a very ancient Manufcript of Mar- 
mouftier neat Tours. This fecond Part of the third Volume’ends 
with two vety large Indexes. The fourth and laft Volume is 
alfo divided into two Parts, according to the different Matters ir 
contains. In the firft Part we have the Lives of St. Gregory: 
That which is the moft ancient and {hort was wrote by Pau/, 
Deacon of the Church of Agwi/2, and Friar of Mount Cafin. It 
was unknown a long time who was the Author of this Life, 
becaufe his Name is not found in feveral of the Manufcripts, 
“yet it is tound in feveral ancient Ones, and befides it is-certain, 
as well by the Teftimony of Fobm the Deacon, as by that of Pau/ 
the Deacon himfelf, that the latter compofed it. Mr. Cave did 
believe, that there was-in a Library in England a Life of St, Gre- 
gory more ancient, wrote by venerable Bede, but a learhed En- 

lifhman, a Friend of Father AMabillon, 7, examin’d that 
Raamfecipr, did know it to be the very fame Life, whereof Paw/ 


is the Author. 
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That which 7obz, Deacon of the Church of Rome, and a Fri: 
ar of Mount Caja; has c in four Books, is chiefly ex- 
tracted from the Letrers and of St. Gregory's Works, where- 
of he gives.a pretty faithful Account. To thefe two Lines are 
join'd the Elogiums, which feveral ancient Authors have giver 
st. Gregory, but as many Things are wanting in thofe fort of an- 
cient Works, becaufe they have not been particular and exaé 
enough in examining the moft confiderable Matters of Fa&,’ ir 
was thought neceflary to write a new Life of this t Man 
That which is here is almoft the fame which Father St. Merthe 
ublifh’d in French in 1698, yet we cannot fay that the Life in 
in is tranflated frem the French, feveral Places in the French 
Life are here abridged, becaufe uhey had been already mentioned 
in the Prefaces and Notes; but in lieu of this there are in the La: 
tin feveral Matters of Fa&t demonftrated by new Proofs Of this 
fort may be reckon’d the Opinion, which made St. Gregory not 
only a Monk, agrcsenag Ais Order of St. wegen “ Its alfo 
€ apparent, that ifciples is great Pope, who propa- 
gated the Faith in Ragland, feribe St. Benedit? Rules, and 
made them to be obferved ‘in Monafteries which they ere- 
&ed. This Life may for a true Hiftory of the Times that 
St. Gregory lived in. are found in ita great many Decifions 
ing the Doftrines and the Difcipliue of the Church, and 
the Monaftick Stare. The exact Index adjoin’d to it will be a 
great help to the Readers. 


The fecond Part of the fourth Volume has as nmch Curiofity 
and Lee any other Part of the Work. It contains an 
Expofition of the Old and New Teftament, extra&ted from fin- | 
gle of the Works of St. Gregory: by Paterius, his Secre- 
tary; and another Work much of the fame Nature upon the 
New Teftament, by Adsife, a Friar of St. Martin de Touranay, is 
added to it, OF thethree Parts which make up Paterius’s 
mentaries, we had only'the firft upon the Teftament, and 


shat plify erp dekeDive, sotwithétediling whicts, ‘thiey gebmed ia 
nis Name, Expotion of the New Thame by Abdfs, 


The 
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The Miftake was.grofS, for this Work of ix/fus had been 
rinted.at Paris with his Name at itin 1§16. but whether they 
had not feen this Edition, or whether they believed, they ought 
to give no Credit to him that publifhed ir, becaufé he was at no 
pains to prove that it was one of A/sifas’s Works. M, de Gow/- 
Jainville having tound it under Paterias’s ag in the Eddition 
of Rowe, continued to paf§ it {till under that Name, but in a 
word, the ftri€t fearch which has been made at Rome, Frence and 
Flanders, as well for the Manoufcripts of Paterivs as of Aluife 
has difcovered the Miftake. They found among thefé Manv- 
fcriprs, the real Works of Pareriws, Some learned) Men did be- 
lieve that the fecond part of Paterius ( lofta great unin agp ) 
was in a Manuftript of the Ce/effins at Paris ; but the | 
to it, juft now printed after the upon Paterias, futticient- 
ly proves the contrary. 
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Epiftola Medicinalis Hyftorica exbibens Argumenta, quadam re- 
jellentita rés effufas in E + sag infigniores,\a Dottore Medico ad 
alium Mcditum Scripta. Vil. Kalend Fan. An, DC XXCVII. 
 & addita An: MDC KCI. Odfervationibus prelo Subjettis de 
Lue Venerea Lurette, 1705. 1. ¢. A Letter which confutes a 
Letter written by°a Do€tor of Phyfick, to°anorher ‘Phyfician, 


\ upon the French Difeafe at\Paris 1705.) | 


HE Authorof this: Letter upon the French Difeafe is M. 
Defgouges, Advocate of the Council, -and Dean‘ of the Ad- 
vocates ot the Council, The Defign he propofes is to confute a 
‘Letter written by 2 Doftor of Phyfick, wherein that Phyfician 
alleges, that bztore Charles Villth’s Time, the French Pox had 
not {pread it {elf through all Countries. 


M. Defgouges, to prove the contrary, begins with a Quota- 
tion of Fracaffor, who in his Poems upon the French Pox, fays 
that this Difeafé has been in all Ages. 


M. Defgouges adds the Teftimony of Lucian, who calls this 
Difeafe Leshium Morbum, as having had its Original in the Iffe 
of Lesbos, whofe Inhabitants were fo debauched, as feveral 
Greek Authors write, that among them there was fcarcely a 
Man who was.not Husband to all th Phas 9 and never a 
Woman that was not Wife to all the Men. Horace, fays our 
Author, fpeaks of the fame Difeafe in the 5th Satyr of his firft 
Book, and call’d it Companum Morbum, The Difea fe of Campania. 
We may take Notice by the Way, that M. Defgouges gives us 
only his Conje€ture as to this Point ; for we are not certain, that 
what Horace call’d Campanum Morbum was we oie than certain 
~ Pimples or ae which the People of that Country ufed 

to-haveupon their Faces. Here’s a Place in Horace which our 
Author no Notice of. | 


‘ 
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Campanunt in Morbum in faciem per multajocatis 
aftorem Saltaret uti Cpclopa, sogabat, SOE 


Which one of our Tranflators, agreeing with feveral Com- 
mentators, gives us thus. My knfranchioag Man,- not having 
Spar’d him, as to the Ornaments of bis red, pimpled Face, which 
ts ufual among thofe of Campania, {aid to him pleafantly, Ho 

~ pou, pray let's have a little of Polyphemus’s Dance. ew 


Monfieur De/gouges, to fupport his own Explication, fays 
that Cicero, in his fecond Oration againft Rud/us, {peaking of 
Capoua, a principal Town of Campania, calls this Town Domi- 
cilium Laxurie, and Sedes Luxuria; bit -Monfieur De/gouges 
does not obferve that Luxurie in this place, does- not fignity 
what is ufually undesftood by the literal Tranflation of this 
word in French, but that in the place under Confideration it fig- 
nifies the plenty and exceflive Riches of this Town, which Cice- 
#0, two pages before, calls the Cellar and Granary of all Cam- 
pania, the {weet Retreat of Labourers, and the place where the 
Country People kept their Fairs, 6c. 


Cicero adds, That Campania is Inhabited by a very Good and 
Modeft People, Torus ager Campanus colitur @ plebe optima & 
Modeftifima. Thofe who attentively read the Oration which he 
has made, will find that the word Luxuria here fignifics only an 
overflowing of Wealth, and Plenty to an Extreme; as Luxwri- 
ofas in the fame Author fignifies fometimes only a Prodigal, as 
may be feen by feveral Inftances, and among others, by this 
which we have extracted from the fame Speech, Us iz /uis ree 
bus ita in Republicd luxuriofus eft nepos. 


The Difeafe which we call Venereal, is by Martia/call’d Fi- 
cus, becaufe (fay fome Authors) it produces Swellings in form of 
a Fig. Fuwenal calls it Marifca, Satyr 2. Book 1. which Gom- 
maentators explain’ by the word Fungus, Mufhroms. Au/omius 
calls it Nolanum luxum, becaufe the Town of No/a was more: 
affliéted with it than any other. Fracaffor gives it the Name of 

- Sypbiils in the Poem already quoted. This word, according to- 
ur Author, proceeds from. the Greek words, 2s: sa, a 
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isto fay, 2 porce few meretricis Amore, The love of a 
Harlot. 


Monfieur Defgouges alledges, that the Difeafe with which 7s) 
was {mitten was theVenereal Difeafe : and that the Malady with 
which the Egyptians were affli&ted in their fecond Plague was 
the Venereal Difeafe.- He quotes upon this Head feveral Inter- 
preters of the Holy Scriptures. He will alfo have ie that Da- 
vid had the fame Difeaie, and to prove it he mentions: thofe 
words of the P/alms, Conturbatd funt ofj2 mea, putruerunt & 
corrupte funt cicatrices mea; Oc. Non eft fanitas in carne 
mea, He pretends likewife that the Leprofie: of the Ancients, 


and the French-Pox, are the fame, and brings fev eral Teftimonies 
to confirm it. : | 
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A Confutation of the Reafon and Philofopby of Atheifm. being in o 
great Meafure either an Abridgment vs A fosncde of what 
Dr.Cudworth offer'd to that Purpofe in bis True Intelleaual 
Syftem of the Univerfe. Together with am Introduttion, in 
which, among Accounts of other Matters relating to this Treatife, 
there is an Impartial Examination of what that Learned Perfan 
advane’d touching the Chriftian Doctrine of a Trinity im Unity, - 
and the Refurrettion of the Body. In Two Volumes. By Tho, 
Wife, B.D. Fellow of Exeter-College in Oxford , and Chap- 
lain to His Grace the Duke of Ormond. London, Printed by 
J.D. for A. and J. Churchil is Pater-nofter-Row , Mat. 
Wotton im Fleet-ftreet, R. Knaplock and D. Midwinter 
in St; Paul’s Church-Yard, and Andrew Bell in Cornhil. 
M.DCC.VI. 4to Pages 954. Befides Dedication and Contents, 





i our laft Journal we acquainted the Reader with our Lear- 
“ned Attthor’s Scheme, and the Importance of the Expref- 
fions us'd in the Title. ‘We intimated ‘how far this Perfor- 
mance may be call'd an Abridgment of Dr. Cudworth ; and 
what Additions both of Method and Matter are here to be 
met with. Of the Additional Materials from the beginning to 
pag. 609. we gave fome Enumeration ; but could not then pro- 
ceed further for want of room. So we now come to give the 
Reader to know that after p. 609. thefe Heads are particu- 
larly infifted or inlarged upon namely, That there is in the 
Univerfe an IntelleGtual and Vital Principle diftiné from Bo- 
dy or Matter: And again, that Matter is no way capable 
even of Senfation, and much lefs of Cogitation or Intell : 
That Matter is efféntially Paflive and withont Motion or Self. 
ativity, in oppofition to a late Affertion to the Contrary : 
That Mind or Thought as it is not an abfolute Quality}/fo is 
not the refult of any Concretion of Matter whatfoever: From 
all which fome Corollaries are drawn, and fome Points deba- 
‘ted and fettled, touching not only the Deity , but alfo thie 
Souls of Men and Brutes ; and particularly, when as the former 
are concluded to be Spiritual and Immortal , what we v's 
reafonably conjecture of the latter, oc. Again it id! ; 
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isto fay, @ porce few meretricis Amorc, The love of a 
Harlot. 


Monfieur De/gouges all that the Difeafe with which Fs) 
was fmitten was theVenereal Difeafe : and that the Malady with 
which the Egyptiens were affli&ted in their fecond Plague was 
the Venereal Difeafe: He quotes upon this Head feveral Inter- 
preters of the Holy Scriptures. He will alfo have it that De- 
vid had the fame Difea ¢, and to prove it he mentions: thofe 
words of the P/alms, Conturbatd funt ofj2 mea, putruerunt & 
corrupte funt cicatrices mea; Oc. Non eft fanitas in carne 
mea, He pretends likewife that the Leprofie: of the Ancients, 
and the French-Pox, are the fame, and brings feveral Teftimonies 
to confirm it. | | 
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A Confutation of the Reafon and Philof Atheifm ; being in 
great Meafure either an Atridgment oy oes fF. ‘oles 
Dr.Cudworth offer'd to that Purpofe in bis Trae Intellectual 
Syftem of the Univerfe. Together with an Introduttion, in 
which, among Accounts of other Matters relating to this Treatife, 
there is an Impartial Examination of what that Learned Perfan 
advane’d touching the Chriftian Doéérine of a Trinity im Unity, 
and the Refurrettion of the Body. In Two Volumes. By Tho, 
Wife, B..D. Fellow of Exeter-College in Oxford , and Chap- 
lain to His Grace the Duke of Ormond. London, Printed by 
J.D. for A. and J. Churchil is Pater-nofter-Row., Mat. 
Wotton # Fleet-ftreet, R. Knaplock 2nd D. Midwinter 
im St; Paul’s Church-Yard, and Andrew Bell i» Cornhil. 
M.DCC.VI. 4to Pages 954. Befides Dedicativn and Contents, 


ITN oor laft Journal we acquainted the Reader with our Lear- 
-B ned Atthor’s Scheme, and the Im nce of the Expref- 
fions us'd inthe Title. We intimated how far this Perfor- 
mance may be call’d an Abridgment of Dr. Cudworth; and 
what Additions both of Method and Matter are here to be 
met with. Of the Additional Materials from the beginning to 
pag. 609. we gave fome Enumeration ; but could not then pro- 
ceed further for want of room. So we now come to give the 
Reader to know that after p. 609. thefe Heads are particu- 
larly infifted or inlarged upon namely, That there is in the 
Univerfe an Intelle&tual and Vital Principle diftin& from Bo- 
dy or Matter: And again, that Matter is ho way capable 
even of Senfation, and much lefs of Cogitation or tacelledtion : 
That Matter is efféntially Paffive and withont Motion or Self- 
aGivity, in oppofition to a late Affertion to the Contrary : 
That Mind or Thought as it is not an abfolute Quality;/fo is 
not the refult of any Concretion of Matter whatfoever: From 

all which fome Corollaries are drawn, and fome Points deba- 

‘ted and fettled, touching not only the Deity , but alfo the 

Souls of Men and Brutes ; and particularly, when as the former 

are concluded to be Spiritual and Immortal , what we ma 


reafonably conje€ture of the latter, oc. Again it is proved, 
Aaaa that 
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that befides Senfibles and Singulars, there are diftin® Know- 
ables and Univerfals ; alfo the particular Obje€tions againft 
Providence , becaufe plaufibly urged, are here as particularly 
and plaufibly anfwered ; namely, thofe from the Topick of 
Natural Evils offered by the Democriticks and ‘Epicureans’; 
to which are added-thofe of Yanini and others from ‘the To- 
pick of Moral Evils: And it is fhewm that each ‘of the’Parti- 
culars miehtion’d'on thefe Heads-is f far from difproving, that 
it plainly proves a Divine Contrivance and Superintendency 
over thé'World. The like is made appeat, touching the un- 
equal Difpenfation of Temporal thm to good and bad Men. 
Tis proved againft the Epicureans, cc. that fuch a Being as 
we fuppofe that God is, both can and do’s Prefide over all the 
Parts of the Univerfe, and this without any Derogation from 
his Honour or his Happinefs; nay, that by fo doing, the one 
is rendered more Hlinferious, and the other more’Perfe& than 
otherwife they woud be; his Glory and Beatitude being much 
better difplayed and injoyed in the Rule and-Confervation of 
what he had once a a could a a carelefs In- 
activity. Again,here is fatisfaction given to tl eries, How 
‘God, #f Incerporeal could move the Matger ofthe World, 
as he muft have done, if fuppos’d to have formd it? And if 
there be a God, How fo.great a Part of Mankind, as the Infi- 
diel. World includes, :could he left fo deftitute as they are of 
the Kaewledge of him, aad of the means .of pealning their 
Eternal Happinels ? Laftly, °Tis fhewn at large again{t Hobbes 
and others of his Way, that it is not ey but highly for 
ahe Intereft of Civil Soveraigas, that the Fear of and 
Religion fhould be entertain’d : In doing which their State of 
Nature is examined, and.the Grounds of their Ethical and Po- 
Aitical. Hypothefis. occafienally unravel’d and exploded ; and 


-ypon the whole tis plainly proved, that. not, Fa@itious but 


Natural Juftice, as it is enacted by the Fear of God and Reli- 


-giongiisthe Bafis and Bond of Civil Society. 


-Apd thus in the Conclufion, i hope, (fays,our Author) that 


motbiag material ageiaft the Being and Providence of God is 
here unanfwered, Indeed, (continpes he) Aderfennus talks of a 


‘Perfhn doubtful of God's Exiftence,that propos’ to.one Francis 
Hamblot at Objedtions. againft it, yet let all the reft 
drop, after having heagd the firft of ‘em anfwer'd ;. which was 
only 4n Impertinent Query, Wy, if there be a Good what ened 
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the World , He did not make it fooner? A fion | 
weak, and trifling all the-others were, and toni esis he 
deferved to be ferioufly-examined. Accordingly we find that 
Merfennus neglects em, he naming but Twenty fix Atheiftical 
Arguments ; which alfo J_add, tho’ more in Number than I 
_ have here mention‘, at leaft as they are in Words exprefs'd : 
yet as they don’t contain Idea’s altogether Extin&, there is 
nothing of Moment ia them but what is reducible to fome 
or other of the Heads here offered. And therefore, I fay (the 
Author frill {peaks) that notwithftanding I have nam’d: fewer 
General Topicks ; yet nothing material to the purpofe of A- 
theifm, is, I think, here omitted, fo as to hinder this Difcourfe 
from being , I may fay, @ full Comfutation of the Reafon and Phia 
Jofophy of Atheifm. 
\_ Upon the whole, ‘tis apparent that there is in this Treatife 
the whole of Dr. Cudworth’s Intelle€tual Syftem that was writ- 
ten againft Atheifm ; the two latter Parts of his Syftem (which 
are yet unpublifh’d, tho’ to be feen in Manufcript) being de- 
fign’d the one againft Immoral Theifm or Religion, and the 
other againft a Theifm that acknowledges a God and Na- 
tural Juftice founded in him and derived from him,. but no 
Liberty from Neceflity; ‘he one to Plead for Natural Juftice 
and Morality in the Deity; and the other for Liberty from 
Neceflity, and a Diftributive Juftice of Rewards and Punifh- 
ments in the World: Tho’ after all as much of the two latter 
Hypothefes as comes in, tho’ not dire&ly, yet confequentially 
to the purpofe of Arbei/m, is touch’d at and confuted in this 
Treatife. “Tis equally apparent that the Augmentatigns brought 
in by Mr. We, amount to above a fourth Part of the whole 
Performance. ’Tis proper withal to take notice, that to avoid 
the leaft Injuftice either to Dr. Cudaworth or the Reader, our 
Author never cafts off any Superfiuity that may be to the 
Purpofe, but he refers the Reader to itin the refpective Pa- 
ges; and even where he has caft off what was not to the Pur- 
pofe , but otherwifé Inftruétive and Ufeful to be read, he has 
thought fit to mention in his Introduction, and offer to the 
Reader's Judgment, pointing out to him the Places, where, 
in that vaft Field of Matter which contains and hides it, éc 
may readily be found. ‘Thefe are a Digreflion concerning 4 J 
lonius Tyanaus and he Siege of x4 Sibylline Oracles 5 
ird. of Orpheus : ck Trinity ; Some Defcants 
: ae : Aaaaz2 - relating 
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relating to the Antiquity and Learning of the tians, and 


the Authority of the Zri/megiftich Writings , A fifth Digreffion 


concerning the Genuine Cabbala of the Trinity its being adul- 
terated and depraved by Modern Spurious Pletonits; A Sixth 
containing an Orthodox account of the Chriftian Trinity ; A 
Seventh of Plato’s Idea’s. Thefe Digreffions Mr: Wife only 
mentions, pointing to thofe Pages of Dr. Cudworth where 
they are to be found. But there are two more which he can’t 
pafs by without fome Obfervations upon ‘em, as. relating to 
two important Articles of Chriftian Faith. And thefe Obfer- 
vations our Author thought it proper to place in the Intro- 
duétion (upon which we ftill dwell) as being unwilling to in- 
terrupt the main Body and Thread of his Difcourfe by a 
needlefs Digreffion. 

The Firft of thefe two is defign’d to fet forth the ancient 
Doétrine of the Chriftian Church tonching a Trinity in Unity, 
and therein there are fome Expreffions which have made 
much Noife inthe World. Dr. Cudworth having laid down a 
‘General Propofition, that the Heathens univerfally held but 
one unmade independent God comes to fhew that the P/ato- 
ni¢s in particular maintain'd an Unity of the Godhead in their 
three Divine Hypoftafes, viz. Monad or Good, Mind and Sou}; 
notwithftanding that they own’d thefe three Hypoftafes to be 
Numerically diftin®, orto have diftin@ fingular Effences of 
their own, ‘To Vindicate the Platoniftsin this Point, he brings 
in the Fathers of the Chriftian Church, and that in the fol- 
lowing Words: “ The ancient Orthodox Fathers of the Chri- 
‘*€ ftian Church were generally of no other Perfwafion than 
* this, that tbat Effence or Subftance of the Godhead, which 


6 all the Three Perfons or Hypofafes agree in, as eachof ’em 


‘¢ is God, was not one Singular or Individual, but only one 
“* Common or Univerfal Effence or Subftance. 
This and other Affertions of the like Nature ‘in Dr. Cud- 


- porth’s Intel. Sy. have made fo much noife in the World; that 


there has hardly been a Pamphlet or Book writ for fome 
Years concerning the, Biefled Trinity, efpecially in England, 
and in the Heterodox Way, which does not bring in Dr. Cad- 
worth upon the Stage, and Vouch his Name and Qnotations 
for its Purpofe. While on the other hand the truly Orthodox 
(tho” oftea thro’ a mif-underftanding of his Senfe) do aim at 
his Do&trine as a Mark of their Inve&tives; and Gara 
“ : , ‘ Ca t 
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call themfelves alfo b 
| : hat N 
neration for the vs ’ ame, entertaining no jj 
po org Poca reimenad canal ’ ecient Fathers 
. Cudworth, and refolvi y to Learned . 
Whe by them, have anhapri "t Con fhould come ‘of Pipe 
deed reupon again the Danaria ft piesa cay m 
lieve a enough ad hominem, tcl wa he ae Atgning ic 
ies Figen Divine Hypo afes, the fame ne 7s . er than be- 
ing in the Godhead a5 their Uli ae rennet, Sabie 
ee Gods = he for his uate Species, which is fay 
at all. _his part will not believe an Tri ie 
This being the Cafe, Mr. Wife h | : ei 
rhe the Lifts, and intermeddlin opes to be excufed for en. 
: enerable Authorities. Then he ts al ame anne Anke 
een = to divide into two Parts goers “1 Yope td cane 
m Pag. 26. to p. 81. of the eae Fi, extending 
Genuin Senfe of the Fathers, and rian esreonds Joe 
Dr. Cudworth, and others after him "ene Soe Apia shes 
the Other, extending from p. 81 te ore. Svea of mem. In 
voins,, as far- 25. is pofihle aap © p.125. He kindly endea- 
himfelf from the Imputation of vf “Alors fe ge wk 
the Charge againft him in Four Oban ae 
7 fen ol teen Objections, anfwers each 
As to the Genuin Sen: 
the Words Singular ach de — : yg Sagesne Pr 
or Dr. Cudworth upon this Occafio mi pon Bacher 
Logical Senfe, as oppos’d to what ig Scho area eine 
Specifical ; but as oppofite to what 1 peice fy ag 
porting only that the Effence of the God ae os che 
lutely determinate and individuated y “pectin ype 
fame Effence numerically, in a Scholafti gn ie ce 
ftill Cormmon in regard to its Predicabili cps pi gg ene 
fia owns that the Fathers and ip on ae ~ 
plied to e Divine Effence the Epi "if rb a 
nerical ; but Argues that in dik fenfe the iat cule os. 
mon or General, for tho’ all Specificals ym fra oc > “yeas 
— pier! Leg Specifical. To ule our abet own 
: uft indeed | own’d, that fome o i 
Fathers conceiving a Kind of Analogy ee ied, 


as predicable of three Divine H 
Predicable of its Individuals , did indeed 7s pear es 
a | ; hefe 











they believed of th eicwoae 1 “gr > mort 
cative, becaufe they did not "think, as otherwife appears, that 
thefe came up toate fall Senfe of the thing, or that in this 
Cafe they denoted the very fame, as when applied to created 
Beings : But that they were the fitteft of any they could hic 
upon, whereby to declare their meaning. And this.we muft 
the rather t, becaufe they never once term’d the three 
Divine Hy) fes three Individual Gods, and muft b2own'd on - 
all hands to be very far froma Real Tritheifm. So that they 
feem to have us'd the term Indsviduals, not Individual Gods, 
merely out of Caution. On one Hand they would not fpeak 
out fo far as to fay Individnal God left they fhould incur the 
Charge of Tritheifm, as fome (iw our Author's Opinion) have 
fince done; purely froni the Authority of their mifapplied 
Words, not their true Meaning; and then by carrying the 
Matter fo fur, as plainly to — the Divine Hypoltafes, three 
dsftint Minds or Spirits: On tother Hand, they veatur'd fo 
far asrto ule precifely the term Individuals in this Cafe, at 
once to denote againft Arius a Co-equality of the Divine 
potafes, and againft Sebelius to keep up a real Diftin@ion © 
of them; foras much as the Individuals of the fame Species 
do bear both thefe Characters. Accordingly, { continues om 
Author) the Zealous well-meaning Fathers having chiefly an 
Eye at the then reigning Herefies in’ the Chriftian Chorch, 
prefumed-to apply the term Species to the Godbead,- and that 
e Individuals to the. Divine. Hypoftafes, tho’ not, we find, 
according to the ftrict Propriety of the Words, but only to 
fignify that the Effence ofthe Godhead is common and equally 
extended to the three Hypoftafes; and withal that the: Hypo- 
ftafes, ‘tho’ a 3 yet do come as near to it .as 
may be, they having a of Individnation, or Inconceivable. 3 
and therefore inexpreflible marks of Diftin@ion amongft them- 
— and being (in Oppofition to the General, Effence of the - 
head) as it were particular exifent xiftent Effences, or rather xne 





dchentan fifients, which do indecd differ tho’ not numeri- — 
cally, but do ftill agree in one and the fame Numerical tho’ | 
common Effence of the Godhead. ‘ 





Our Author at quoted feveral of ‘the Father ad 
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ingly conclude the Contrary » and obferves that the Dogor 
grounds all his Reafonings upont this Pondewenral Error, that, 
Numerical, Individual, or Singuler Effence, when applied to the 
Godhead ,.is the very fame with Hypoffafis; ot if he meant 
atherwife, as. our Author thinks it plain he did not, he is al} 
along Guilty of an ignerti Elenchi, and thereby at once of a 
fallacia Confequestis, the Conclufion he infers not dire@ly con- 
tradi@ing,. but falling in with the Premifs he denies; \fince 
oe hinders but that the Divine Eflence, tho’ common to 
‘three {which is-all he endeavanrs to make out) ‘may be at 
once abfolutely Singular and Individual. And accordingly 
- (concludes our Author) the Ancient Fathers held it to be fo, 
tho’ they did not exprefly name, or at leaft not often diftin- 
guifh it by this Character, but rather by the former + as de. 
noting what it is paper rely and in regard to its Communi. 
ty, not what it is abfolutely and in it felf; and thet, becanfe 
their main Bufinefs was not fo much to aflert the Unity 
of the Godhead (no one they had then to do with denying 
er oppoling that) as to maintain the true Doétrine of a Tri- 
nity: .To keep up an Equality and Co-ecfléntiality of the Per- 
fons againit Arius, and at once a real Diftin@ion of them a- 
gainft Sabellius, they always had the terms Homeonfign and Com- 
monin their Mouths, in Oppofition to Herercoufian, Tautooufian, 
and Aonpoufian ; whereas moft certainly had they been te Com- 
bat Frishifo, as they were to majntain a Trinity, they would 
then as exprefly have afferted the Unity of the Godhead, cal- 
ling it what they muft needs have underftood it to be, unlefs 
they were Trithegfs, one and the fame Numerical Individual or 
~. In fhort, our Author’s Account of the Matter feems to turn 
upon this, that both the ancient Fathers and Dr. Cudworth mif- 
anderftanding thefe Terms, the fame Singular and Individual E/- 
; n 






as. the fame thin with Fypoftafis, did upc 
cep ily.deny the Godhead to be the fame Numeric al F 
fence. And that if Singular Effence be fappofed to be the fame with 
fingle Hypopaps, the Fathers were in the right of it in afferting 


| ty was not Singular in that fenfe, So that the whole 
shat the 10) y, and all the difference between the An- 
| Modern -Chriftians lies only in Words ; the Fathers 
‘ Gufing the words before-mention‘d in a different Sence from the 
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Here our Author fets in View a detail of Dr. Cudworth’s 
Arguments, by which he feems to Argue that the Fathers held 
the Unity of the Godhead to be Specifical, oc. But conficer- 
- ing that what we have already hinted, is the general Key of 
the Solutions, we fhall not here defcend to Particulars, other- 
wife, than by taking notice that Dr. Cudworth lays a mighty 
ftrefs upon the word ‘Oye&ers, and endeavours to prove from 
the meaning of that term, as applied to the Hypofafes of the 
Godhead, that according to the Nicene Fathers, they are not 
one and the fame Numerical Effence. The Nicene Fathers us'd 
the word ‘Oyeteis, to denote the pe. (ea of the Divine 
Hypoftafes, and thereupon Dr. Cadaworth pleads that this Word 
was never ufed in Greek Writers any otherwife than to fig- 
nifie the Agreement of things, numerically differing from 
another, in one Common Nature or Univerfal Effence. To 
this he adds Petaviys’s Authority, aflerting that the word 
‘Opséene, fignifies rather Equality than Singularity of Effence. 

To Solvethis Obje&ion, our Author grants the Charge as 
to the ufe of the Word among Prophane and other Greek 
Writers ; in Juftification of which, he quotes Porphyry, Ari- 
ftotle, Agapias, Apollinaris, Plotinus, Athanafias, the Council of 
Chalcedon, Irenaeus, &c. But denies the Inference from that 
Conceflion. For tho’ the word fignified thus in common ufage, 
and when applied to created things, it do’s not follow that 
the Nicene Fathers meant it to fignifie the very fame when 
they applied it to the Blefled and Eternal Trinity. As there 
was no Parallel in Nature to this Supernatural Truth, and no 
Thought could found this Unfathomable Depth , fo thofe Holy 
Men, tho’ fometimes indeed they attempted to illuftrate and 
to open themfelves about it, yet did not imagine that any 
Figure could perfeé&tly refemble, or Words fully exprefs it. 
However, when upon occafion they gave fome hints of it, 
they took up fuch Similitudes and Terms for this Purpofe, as 
do in common ufage bear fome fmall: Analogy to what they 
in general believed of this Myfterious Objet. - Thus Numerical 
ddference has been ufed to reprefent the difference of the Divine 
Hypoftafes, which is not properly Numerical but comes near to 
it: In like manner the word 'Oxeéeros, a ing to the ulual 
import of it, having the fame Analogy to the Identity of the 
Divine Hypoftafes , has accordingly Tees applied to them in 


the fame Proportion by the Ancient Fathers ; that is, notin 


the ~ 











for Weeember, 1705, 748 


the very fame Senfe which i 
| it co 
“a Hypoftafes to differ weatthaly kk to che a 
have ‘this ‘Unpa nerd iffering fomewhat like sheons Sib ce 
rallel'd Pr Bree ese 
2% they are one and the fae. Numer al Raney hing, 
is, that tho” in common ufe the Word fi oo geP rcam 
“ Specifical Identity, it was applied b con ee 
enote a Numerical Identity of Effence. ‘aecukaie 
a vidual Go implied': For they gneniatouliy Beld ber ont os 
: be val God, and whatever Vulgar terms ‘th en an or 
at was {till their real Meaning ; and had ee ae 
word "Oyesers to fignifie no more than * md eee 
the word euéers might have done as ma aes’ seyent 
&ed the Latter as improper, and peefers’ tik sunbed ie 
note a Numerical Identity joyn’d toa Comanvnt ae oleae 
prs : nape en been cautioufly render’d rod opel 
ys by Confubftantialis, whic ‘d di Ane 
and implies fuch a Latitude as ape cart 4 ong? te 
Numerical Identity of things fo Ph ik dr . bu poste 
unius Or ¢jufdem Subftantie vel Effentie, which und b —— = 
at a Numerical Identity or Unity. ‘To eats this lalt Ad- | 
vance, he quotes Lucifer Caralitamus, Vittor Epifcopins, Tertulls 
St. Anfin, Se Hilary, Dr. Bull, Bifhop Pearfo aad eager 
; o all this our Author adds, . $9 he Senfe i i 
the Ancient Fathers meant the word Lene chee ae aes 
thered from thatin which the Arians oppos'd it's ve fe ae 
cS che the we oe in di contra-diftinétion t. 

é ies of the latter : Now j; 
chief Effort againft the Word as a ny py be of 
the fame Subftance with the Father, and not another infe is 
God orGreature ; but one and the fame Supreme God and ees 
ator. And they were fo far from oppofing it as implyin any 
other than a Numerical Unity, that as Dr. Bull tells us ity 
fometimes found fault with it as favouring Sabelliani{m ; chat 
is, as implying an Unity even of Hypoftafis, and much lef as 
denoting a Specifical Unity of the three Hypoftafes. 

Another Collateral Reinforcement is, that this Conftruétion 
of the Word is favoured by its very Etymology, whether it 
come from suds, which fignifies the fame, or from su Or suas 
una OF aque, L €. at once OF ether. For nothing is properly 
faid to be the fame with it fe Neg “1 fomething elfe ; ” 

) 
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fo the former Term implies, as either of the latter plainly ex. 
preflés, a Connotation of more Things or Perfons to whom it 
belongs, together with an Emphatical hint at the Co-equality 
of them ; and efpecially as joyn’d with the word ésie, anda 
plied to the Godhead (which is in it felf but one and undivi- 
ded, tho’ refpectively common.) This faid, he brings in feve- 
ral Quotations clearing up the true Theological, (not the Or- 
dinary) Meaning of the word ‘Omoéese, referring the Reader 
for many other Teftimonies to that Part of Dr. Bull’s Defence of 
the Nicene Faith which is de filti +3 iuovery 5 from the whole 
drift of whofe Quotations, and particularly from that Sum- 
mary of the Senfe couch’d in ‘em, at. Fol. 36. Col. 2. it may 
plainly be inferr’d, that by the Son's being Homooufian with: 
the Father, they meant his being of one andthe fame Indivi- 
dual Effence and Subftance of the Godhead. 

He adds further, p. 63. that the Fathers rather pitch’d upon 
the word ‘“Opséorey than pevessrov Or tavlesesv 5 becaufe tho’ it 
does indeed admit of, nay, imply. (as fpoken of the Godhead) 
a Numerical Identity of Effence, yet does it not fo plainly 
exprefS it as to exclude, but at once more efpecially to im- 
ply a Community of Nature, which povetsiov, or ravjetesay 
would feemto exclude, in that the firft Part of thefe Com- 
pounds réferring to the Perfons has not in it any Connotation 
of a Community , and fo.would be thought to admit of no 
diftin@ion of ‘em, but to make the Godhead in effe& what the 
Noetians and Sabellians held, povergiconey but one Hypoftafis or 
Perjfow. Tothis purpofe he quotes St. Bafl, and avers in op- 
pofition to Dr. Cudawerth that the word Hypofafs , as 3 
= the Godhead, does not fignifie a Singular Numerical Ef 

nce. | | | 

As to the Authority of Peteviaw, made ufe of by Dr. cad- 
aorth, he Anfwers that Petavias in the place quoted do's not 
intend to give in the full import of the Word ‘Oyeseios among 
Writers, only that which had obtain’d among the Ancient 
Fathers, when difcourfing of the Trinity, and particularly as 
touching the Co-equality of the Father, and the Son. In ufing 
the Word they had chiefly an Eye at that part of its Signifi- 
cation which fpeaks a Community of Nature, and confequent 
to that a Plurality of Perfons; their main Concern and Drift 
being, not fo much to aflert the Unity of the Godhead, as 
the Co-equality of the Perfons in Nature and Perfe@ion: And 
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erefore as Word in ordinary ufage denoted a Con 
ftantiality or Co-eflentiality of things Tavera in one — 
and Species; fo much more, thought they , might it exprefs a 
Co-eflentiality and confequent to that a Co-equality of Perfons 
agreeing in the fame one God.—A gain, Petavins hitnfelf implies 
not the thing which Dr. Cudworth fays he does, but rather the 
Contrary. For'in faying that in the Senfe of the Nicene Fathers, 
as uttering their Mind of the Trinity, ‘omoteses fgnifies Equa- 
lity rather than Singularity ; he implies that it doe’s not direétly 
exclude Singularity, tho” chiefly indeed it denotes Equality ; 
which is a tacit Confeffion that they ftill held a Singularity of 
Effence ; only putting out their whole force again{t Arius, who 
aflerted the Son to be of a different Subftance from the Father, 
they chofe a Term that might rather fignifie Equality than Sin- 
gularity, yet foas not to exclude Singularity. ‘Tis plainly to 
be feen in Petavits’s Fourth Book of Dogmata Theologica de Tri- 
nitate, Cap.13. quoted by Dr. Cudworth, that it is his main drift 
to prove the quite contrary to what the Dr. would have him ; 
for there he has Elaborately and Copioufly fhewn that the Greek 
_ Fathers, ‘notwithftanding they aflerted a real Trinity of 

ftaes, held withal one Individual and Numerical Effence of the - 

ead, in which they all fubfifted : And the fame is done by 

him, Cap. 14. from the Latin Fathers ; as alfo in the 1 sthand 
1 6th from the Greek and Latin Fathers promifcuoufly ; And in 
Cap. 5. Of the fame Book which treats exprefly of the word 
*Opskeuv, he has much more to this Purpofe. 

Upon the whole, ‘he is lotH to affirm that Dr. Cudworth was 
either ignorant of or mifreprefented the meaning of the Fa- 
thers ; but concludes, that being refolved (as indeed he had 
reafon) to fet thofe Ancients far enough from Szbelliani/m and 
 Arienifm, and therefore to defcribe them-as real Trinstarians 

and Afferters of an Equality of the Divine Hypoftafes, he would 
have them to have miftaken with himfelf the Divine Hypoffafes 
for Effences Numerically differing ; and that fo ‘Oyossss deno- 
ted much the fame, as when applied to created Individuals : 
“ And thus we find (fays our Author) that this whole Dif- 
< pute is only about Words, which it would have been enough . 
* barely to have faid, were it not that many have fince laid 
“ hold of and ufed thefe very Words as coming from fo 
“ great an Autho: , to the Difadvantage of the Catholick 


“ Doar 
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Dr- Cudworth having among other things, urgd for his pur- 
pofe, that the Council of Chalcedon affirms our Saviour to be 
sucsosee With thé Father as tohis Divinity, but éyoteces with 
us Men asto his Humanity; and thereupon pleaded that one 
and the fame Word can’t reafonably be fuppofed to undergo 
two different Senfes in the fame Sentence: Our Author an- 
fwers, That he owns, that this Term does not expre/ly or direét- 
ly fignify, nor was intended by the Chriftian Fathers to fignify 
Numerical Identity but more efpecially an Agreement or Equality 
of the Divine Hypoftafes in the Common Nature of the God- 
head, fomewhat like that of Individual Mem in the Species of 
Mankind ; and fo this Latter was defign’d indeed, to illuftrate, 
but not to parallel the Former ; the Community, or what is 
there denoted by éuotens, not excluding, tho’ not fo plainly 
fignifying Numerical Identity. 

This faid, he concludes, That Dr. Sherlock. muft needs have 
meant the fame, who in his. Vindication of the Trinity, fays, 
The Fathers held the /amene/s of the Divine Nature to‘ be not 
Numerical but Specifical ; which, be tells us, Petavius, and af> 
ter him Dr. Cadworth have abundantly Eo For ’tis plain, 
that Petavius has exprefly contended for a Numerical, « tho’ 
common Eflence imply’d in éuetos,; and Dr. Cxdworth, tho’ 
he ufes the word Spécifeal, does not mean. it in‘a proper 
fcholaftical Senfe, but as it implies the fame with Common. 
And that Dr.Sberlock entertain’d the fame Notion of the Matter, 
he argues from other Paflages, where he pofitively aflerts a 
Numerical Unity of the. Godhead. | 

As to what our Author offers further, with reference to the 
Dr. in Perfon, and the Objections from various Quarters, that 
feem to charge 7ritheifm upon him ; we refer the Reader to 
the Introduction it felf, contenting our felves ere with the 
Hints we have already given for that purpofe. Having {fatis-. 
fied all thefe Objections, he winds up the matter, Pag. 125, 
Concluding, that Dr. Cudworth’s feeming Failure was purely in 
Words ; however what he fays one while, may render him fuf-. 
pected of Tritheifm , yet what he fays another while, exempts 
him from that Charge, and gives ground for quite the con- 
trary Sufpicion: Not that he thinks his very Faith was ver- 
fatile and really fluctuating; ‘but his apparent turning to 
this Way or that, and after all-his feeming Diflike of either 
DoGrine of the Trinity, whether that of the Ancients or — 

: | Moderns, © 
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Moderns, proceeds merely from Words made ufe 

or put in their Mouths by himfelf, or from his Mio 
ction of ‘em, and not from any real Difagreement about the 
thing it felf: “ Therefore ( /cys‘our Author ) making allow- 
“* ance for fome Capital Miftakes of Terms, as the confound. 
“* ing of Generical and Specifical with Common Effince, of Divine 
 “* Hypoftafis with Individual or Numerical Effence, of Numerical 
“ Difference with that of fuch things as may barely be num, 
** bred in fome refpeét, tho’ their Effence be one and the 
“ fame, &c. allowing this, I fay, (continues be) I do not find 
“* but the Ancient Fathers, the Modern Church and Dr. Cyd- 
“ worth agreed in Senfe and believ'd the fame Thing ; that 
*¢ is, were Real Trinitarians, yet fo as neither to be Tritheifts 
© nor Arians. 

So much for Dr. Cudworth's Digreffion, fetting forth the 
ancient Doctrine of the Chriftian Church, touching a Trinity in 
Unity. The other Digreflion which our Author cou'd not pafs 
by without fome Obfervations, relates to the Refurreétion of the 
Body: It appears from feveral' Paflages inthe Intel. Syft. that 
the Dottor was of the Opinion, that the Refurreétion- Body will 
not confift of the fame Subftance with that which was buried ; 
and that it will not be a Body of Flefh, but an Athereal one. 
He takes St. Pawi’s Comparifon of a Dead-Body to Corn fown, 
to hold every way parallel ; and accordingly looks upon this 
prefent Body of ours, only as a kind of Seed-of the Refurreétion - 
Body, which therefore is in fome fenfe the fame and’ not the 
fame. He fays, the fature Body-of the Righteous will be a 
Glorious, Luciform and*Starlike Body ; Which he feems to un- 
derftand in a literal fenfe, indulging thereby the Platonick 
Cabbala which denies a Re-unioaof the fame Body to the Sou}; 
and ‘aflerts an Acceffion of a New, not humane and flefhly, but 
etherial and fubtle Body. This Glorious Refurrection-Body 
hetakes to be the Inheritance of the Saints in Light, which wou'd 
feem to fpeak not the fame Body repoflefs’d, but one new 

éfs'd or occupy'd. He fuppofes the Refurrection-Body to 
es elical, upon the miftaken Plea of our Saviour’s faying, 
That thofe who obtain the Refurrection, &c. thall be isdysraes 
tho’ at the fame time our Saviour did not mean it in refe 
to the Nature and Subftance of their Bodies, but in regard to 
Marriage, which was the Subject of the Queftion. He takes 
thefe Words of the Apoftle in a downright literal fenfe, v3 : 
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Fle(h and Blood cannot inberit the Kingdom of God. Ue fuppofes 
the Refurrection of the Body so antfwer the vindeaevs da rengcr 
fpoken of in Luke 20. 35. and fo to imply only a Refabfiftence 
or Secondary State of Men after Death; our Saviour arguing 
in that place not particularly for the Refurrection.of the Bo- 
dy, but in general fora Future Exiftence or Immortality: after 
this Life. In fine, he takes thefe Words of Scripture.in an 
abfolute fenfe, that our Souls.are mot at bome bere, but. Strangers 
and Pilgrims in this terreftial Body, in contradiftinGion to a quite 
different Celeftial one : And fuppofes our Refurrection-Bodies 
will- anfwer to thofe, for which our Souls were at firft intend- 
ed, i. e. .Bodies of another Make and Frame, and not made up 
of Flefh and Blood, ec. seit LH 
“¢ Allwhich, I think (/ays our Author) is contrary to the Ge- 
‘< neral Belief of the Refurre@tion of the Flefh , or, as fome 
“* Ancients have exprefsd it, this Heh ; I don’t mean this Flefh 
“ with its, Appetites and Paflions, but as by a New 
«« Modeling and. Alteration of it, tho’ ftill remaining the very 
“‘ fame Matter or Subftance, -it will become regular and fub- 
% ief& to the Empire of the Soul, and ‘freed from all Inordi- 
«« nate Paffions, Pollutionséc. And this is all that is meant by 
thofe lofty Epithets and Similitudes apply’d in Scripture to 
the Refurreétion-Bodies. : The Fe which will be thus puri- 
fy’d and refin’d, (which our Author takes to be the meaning of. 
Transformation into the Divine Likene{s) will {till be Real Fleh, 
and our Exalted Bodies true Humane Bodies. Bifhop: Pearjon 
fays, That whatfoever alteration fhall be made, hall not be 
of their Nature, but of their Condition , aot of their Subftance, 
but of rea ~, sarge wie er oe he a Pas 
agreeable to uage o tures, to Princip 
of Religion, and tothe conftant | of. the vi ve 
gainft the Origenif's of old, and the Socinians of late.. 3... . 
However to do what juftice he-can to Dr. -Cudworth, our 
Author fhews from other iter in’s Works,that he has plain- 
_ fy afferted the Refurreétion of the fame Numerical Body and 
Fiefh, asin fome places ‘he deny‘d it: So that he can’t be juft- 
ly condemn'd as refolutely and fixedly ;Heterodox, but can 
only be charg’d with Self-inconfiftency, which our Author 
wou'd much rather impute to Inadvertency than Defign. ;, 
Having difpatch’d this Digreflion of the Refurrection of the 
Body, he comes p. 132. to mention fome Matters purely Hu- 
| mane, 
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mane, whether Hiftorical or Philofophical, that are digefted 


in this Book from Dr. Cudworth without any Alterat; 

1. Dr. Cudworth feems to make Mofcbus oF ‘Macias the Pha- 
nician,the fame with theMdojes of the Fews,which they Write Mi: 
cheb. Againft this it may be objected, (as by Mr. Le Clerk) that 
sees Succeflors the Prophets, never intermeddle with 
nor allude to Phyfiology in their Writi is 
faid to have been the oon of ‘Atomical Pit Mri vue 
the Egyptians and Pheniciens flourifhing long before the Ado/aick 
Republick, it is more likely they invented fuch Sciences than 
the ‘ews who never allude to them: That Fo/epbus the Fewifh 
Hiftorian confirms his Hiftory drawn from Mofes, by theAu- 
thority of Mochusa Phenician Hiftorian ; tho’ it is probable this 
Hiftorian Mochus is different from the Philofopher A©ofchus, as 
both of em are from Mofés. 

2. He afleérts a Plaftick Nature,in oppofition to the Cartefian 
Produdtion of all things by the Mechanical Motion of Matter: 
Upon which Mr. Le Clerk offers thefe Doubts, tho’ he does not 
think ’em fufficient to overturn the Hypothelis of the Plaftick 
Nature. 1. Few ‘of the Cartefans now hold, that Organiz’d 
Bodies are the production of a Mechanical Motion : Some make 
‘em to be immediately created by God, as being form’d in 
the Ovaries of the Firft Females, as the Plants were in the 
Firft Grains. 2, Some of ‘em hold God to be the immediate 
Author, not only of the Firft, but all Particular Motions ; it 

being no Perplexity or Trouble toan {nfinite Being, to con- 
cern it felf immediately with all things ; and the fmalleft Pro- 
duétion difplaying as much Wifdem and Power as the great- 


eft. 

3. He contends for a Natural Idea of. one God, which Mr. 
Le Clerk attacks with Mr. Lock’s Argument oy get Innate Idea"s. 
But after all, Dr. Cudworth does not expr Bien the Idea of 
God innate, nor in eny other fenfe mstural, than as it rifes and 
appears upon the ufe of the Natural Faculty of Reafon. 

4. He calls Chaleidius a Chriftian, which Dr. Cave oppofts, al- 
ledging that his Stile or Way of Writing, does not favour 
at all of that-ofia Chriftian, and much | of an Ecclefialtick, - 
as fome wou'd have him. ' But Fabricius, Huetins and Voffins agree 
that he wasa Chriftian, tho’ they doubt whether he was aa 


“Koclefiaftick or not. a: 
< th 
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5. He fays, That Veins Valens was'an Augur in the ‘time of 
Romulus: Upon which Mr. Le Clerk objets, That Varro from 
whom the Dr. takes:his hint, calls the Augur Vettivs, and makes 
him live in his own time, and not in that of Romulus: And this 
Vettius he thinks the Dr. has confounded with Veftius Valens an 
Augur of Antioch, who foretold to Confantine the State of New 
Rome or. Conftantinople, However, he fays, That tho the Dr. 
was out in ‘his Chronology, yet his Reafoning touching this 
Vettius holds good ; that from this Inftance it might be made 
Probable, that among the Heathens there have been. Prophets 
in the Weft. as well. as a Balaam in the Eaft; becaufe from 
the Time of Varro who liv'd in the Year of Reme7oo, it was 
about sco Years to the fulfilling of what was’ foretold, that 
Rome would laft 1200 Years. ~ SE: Wh get | 

6. Some Scruples might be urged touching Hefiod, Homer, 
and Heraclitus., whethet or no they were pure Materialifts. 
Mr. Bayle attacks him upon the fcore of Heraclitus, alledging, — 
That he being a mere Materialift, could not hold one Supreme 
God (asthe Dr, fays he did) feeing he béliev'd God to be Fire, 
the Effence of which. confifts of feparate and only contiguous 
Atoms. And the like he urges touching the Egyptians, Pytha- 
goras, Xenocrates, Parmenides, &c. To this ‘tis anfwer’d, that the 
Dr. in holding that thefe and other Heathens aflerted one’ Su- 
preme God, did. not mean that they had: an exaé& and clear 
Conception of him, which they could not have had without 
conceiying him to be Spiritual andSimple. ”Twas —e for 
the Dr's Purple, that they had fome tho’ nota diftinc Ap- 
prehenfion of a Supreme God, whom in: fome fenfe they held 
to be one. , | 

Other little Doubts might alfo be ftarted, as whether or no 
Arius was a Platonick, as Petavins and Mr. Le Clere have done. 
And again, touching what the Dr. has faid of Infinity; Alfo, 
whether finite Spirits do never exift but in corporeal Vehicles 
or fome tenacious Veltments of Matter, dc. * But in a word 
(fays our Author) “| fay of thefe and fome other Scruples which 
“* might be offered that I am the léefs concerned to folve ’em; 
“* becaufe which way foever they are decided, the main Do-' 
“ Grimes advanced in the Intelie€tual Syftem, and from it in 
_ © this Book, will ftand unfhaken. | | 

Only one Obje&or ftands in the Way, who is fo Severe in 
his Reflections , that our Author cannot pafs him; 1 mean 

, Monfieur 
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Monfieur Bayle, who in his Continuation des Penfees diverfes, &c. 
fays roundly, that, Dr. Cudworth and Dr. Grew, among other 
unlucky Blunderers, inftead of Subduing have ftrengthen’d 
Atheifin, and befide their Intention, bave armed the Enemy, they were 
. 40 Oppofe. To make good this Charge, he tells us, That they 
difdaining to Confirm and Iluftrate the Cartefian Hypothelis, 
according to which the Spirituality of God may beft be main- 
tain'd, attempted to fet in a new Light the Peripatetick Do- 
Ctrine of Subftantial Forms; the one by illuftrating the Sy- 
ftem of the Plaftick Faculty , and the other by fuppofing a 
Vital World diftin& from the Material. By which means (fays 
he) it cannot be imagin’d how much they finjure a good Caufe 
(tho’ they did not intend it) in afcribing the Formation of 
Animals to a Caufe which has no Idea or Knowledge of what 
it does ; and in the Abfurdity of which lay the ftrongeft Ob- 
jection againft the Atheifts; fo that by this means all its Force 
is taken off. For if God could impart to Matter this Plaftick 
Power, €&c. then is this a plain Sign, that it is not repugnant 
to the Nature of things , that there fhould be fuch Agents, 
and from this ’twill be inferr’d that ‘tis poflible for “em to ex- 
ift of themfelves, dc. 

To this heavy Charge, Mr. Wife anfwers, 1. That neither 
of thefe Doétors either declare againft Cartefianifm as fuch, or 
take upon them to revive the Doétrine of Subftantial Forms, 
but quite the Contrary. If Dr. Cudworth was any way partial 
in Phyfiology , *twas to the Atomicks, which fhews that he 
could not be utterly averfe to Des Cartes. 2. Neither the Pla- 
ftick Nature, nor the Vital Principle, fall in with the Notion 
of Subftantial Forms ; they are neither Faculties exifting in 
' Matter as their Subje@, nor included in the Idea of ‘Matter as 
dependent upon it. Both one and t’other are lookd upon as 
Incorporeal Subftance, wholly diftant from Body or Matter, 
which in particular Compounds alfo is not a Confticuent Part 
of the Eflence; and tho’ it be indeed immediately concern’d 
in the firft Formation, the ricer en and — eBags ra 

ans, yet does it not properly belong to ‘em, it i¢ 
: fagentrable and lacterepcible; and not at firft educed out of 
the Power of Matter , nor again perifhing with the Diflolution 


: i i ftem of it, as the Subftantial Forms 
of this or that particular Sy a Serkon ele Adieu oe 





f Aritotle do. 3. Allowing thefe Dox et 
Sabfeaial alg why may not they ftill defend the Spiritua- 
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lity of God? 4. As for the Advantage taken by the Atheifts 
in arguing that fince God has given fuch Powers to Matter, 
and fince they. are therefore not incompatible with Matter, 
Matter may have exifted of it felf: As to this Surmife, ’tis 
anfwer'd, that becaufe a Thing is poflible to be done by a Di- 
vine Power, it does not therefore follow that it may be fo of 
it felf. Again, the two Doétors are fo far from holding that 
God has given fuch Powers 'to Matter, by which it can Model 
it felf, that they aflert ‘em to be intirely diftin& from Matter, 
and thofe alfo Subftances of another Order. °*Tistrue, if thefe 
Immaterial Subftances were held to move by théemfelves in the 
Formation of Things without having their AGtions over-ruled 
by God; it would giye fome Ground to the Stratonick Atheifts 
to object, that the Regularity of the World in General, and 
of its Parts, does not direétly prove that there is a God. But 
the two Doétors hold thefe Natures to a& not by themfelves, 
but only asInftruments in the hand of God, whofe Exiftence 
and Providence they further evince from the Order and Beauty 
of Natural Things. | 3 : 

Mr. Bayle the Author of this Unjuft Charge upon Dr. Cud- 
avorth and Dr. Grew, tells us he had notice of the Doétrines he 
Cenfures only from Le Cleré’s Bibliotheque Choifie : But Mr. Wie 
does that Juftice to Mr. Le Clerc, to own that his Abftract is 
faithfully enough done, and the Original not mif-reprefented, 
in the way that Monfieur Baye has been pleas’d to cenfure. 
“< However, that Critick, (/eys our Author, {peaking of Mr.Bayle) 
* e’en as if he were thus far in the right, feems to'acquiefce- 
“¢ in what he has advanced, -and proceeds to threaten Dr. Cyud- 
“¢ syorth yet further, That if he underftood “Engifh, he would 
“* perhaps make a long Digreflion, to:examine the Dr's, Proofs, 
“* that the Pagans univerfally believed one Supreme God : But 
*¢ [think ( continues Mr. Wife) he would do much better to 
* keep his Way, and unlefs he level his Darts with an exa&er 
“¢ Aim than he did before, to let that Work alone. 

We are now arrived at the End of the Introduétion, which 
makes 143 Pages, and is intirely Mr. Wife's. The Treatife it | 
felf, which fucceeds next, is drawn up in Fourteea Chapters.; 
Five of which are contain’d in the Firft, and Nine in the Se- 
cond Volume. From the Perufal of thefe we fhall now no longer 
detain the Reader, the Nature of our Defign calling upon ano- 
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The State of Learning. 


GENEVA. 


he Printed, The Cenfure of Baronius in Four Volumes in 
Folio. Done by Father Pags the Francifcan , who died in 
1699; and Publifhed by Father Pagi his Nephew, who dedi- 
Cates it to the Marquis of Torcy, Secretary of State. This Book 
was expected with great Impatience by all the Léarned that 
were acquainted with the late Father Pagi’s Charatter. 


FRANCE. 


Lately Printed at Aix in Provence, The Natural Hiftory of the 
Hot Waters of Aix in Provence, with the Method and Direétions 
necefjary for making ufe of them to Advantage. By Mr. Honore 
Maria Lauthur. Firft Profeflor upon the Old Eftablifhment and 
Dean of the Faculty of Phyfick in the Univerfity of Aix. This 
Book contains rro Pages in 120. befides a Letter writ to the 
Abbot of Tricaud. It contains fome curious Obfervations up- 
on the Heat of thefe and other Mineral Waters, as well as- 
upon the Natural Heat of Man and other Animals ; upon Sub- 
terranean Fires, upon Earthquakes, upon the Balwea or Baths 
of the Greeks and Romans ; and upon feveral other Propofitions 
that run Counter to the commonly received Opinion. 

Mr. Lauthier acquaints us in his Preface, That the Work he 
now Publifhes is not Compleat, and that he is about a more 
entire and finifh’d Hiftory of the Hot and Mineral Waters of 
Aix. Thefe Hot Waters or Baths we are not totake for any 
new Difcovery ; for our Author fhews they were mightily in 
Vogue in the 633 Year of Rome, when Cajus Sextins Calvinus 
eftablith’d a Roman Colony in Provence, and Chriften’d by his 
own Name'a Magnificent Edifice to be Built there, in order 
to recommend thefe Baths. arias who defeated the Teutons 
and the Gimbrians in the Neighbourhood of Aix, built new 
_Baths there, ‘and repaired and beautified the Houfes that had 

been Built there long defore. © The Viciffitudes of Time, and 


ine Negligence of the People had fo far funk and de- 
_—, Cccas3 : ftroy'd 
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ftroy’d thefe Baths, that till of late they were almoft buried in 
Oblivion: And if they prove of any Service for the time to 
come, it will chiefly be owing to the Journalifes of Trevoux, 
who being inform’d of the Vertues of thefe Waters, have up- 
braided the Citizens of 4ix for their Carelefsnefs in not mind- 
ing the Wonders of their Country. 

About to be Reprinted at Grenoble, Les Effais de Literature, or 
the Effays of Literature, for the Month of May, 1703. By Reafon 
of the Elogium there given of Father Innocent of Maffon, Ge- 
neral of the Carthufians, who died May 8. 1703.’ The Defign 
of this fecond Impreffion is to lodge this Elogium in the Re 
fitories of all of the Houfes of the Carthufian Order. ‘Tis faid, 
that for an Illuftrious Monument of that General’s Piety, a Ler- 
ter will be added to this Impreflion, which he wrote not long 
— he died to Father /a Caife upon a certain Cafe of Con- 
fcience. 

Lately publifhed at Ronan, a New Edition of Quetions & 
Reponfes fur les Coutumes de France, i.€. Quefions and Anfwers 
upon the Cuftoms of France. By Mr. Guy Goquille Sr. de Romenay, 
It isa Book in Quarta, containing 632 Pages. 

Pars. Father Lami of the Oratory is about a New Edition 
of his Entretiens fur les Sciences : And Father Lami,the Benedictin, 
is printing a New Courfe of Logick. — : . 

Paris. Abbot Pelegrin has lately writ a New Play, call’d 
Polydore fils de Priam Roy de Troy, i, €. Polydorus the Son of Pria- 
mans King of Trey. Which has met with wonderful Applaufe. 


Books Publifh'd this Month, and not Abridged. 


E Myltery ofGodlinefs: . Efpecially to our Trade and 


B. A Sermon preach’d.be- 
fore Her Maijefty at St. Fammes's 
Chapel, on Sunday Dec. gth. 
1705. By Lancelot Blackboura, 
Dean of Exeter, and Chaplain 
in Ordinary to Her Majefty. 
Publifhed by Her Majefty’s E- 
{pecial Command. - Printed for 
Tho. Bennet. 

Remarks oe the Bank of 
England, with Regard. more 


Government: Occafioned by 
the prefent Difcourfe concern- 
ing the intended Prolongation 
of the Bank: Humbly addref- 
fed to the Houfe of Commons. 
By:a Merchant of London, and 
a true Lover of our Conftitu- — 
tion. Printed-for 4.Beldwin. . 

The Characters of Robert E. 


of Effex, Favourite to Q, Eliua- 


beth, and George D. of Bucking 
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bam, Favourite to K. Fames 1. 
and K. Cé, I. with a Compa- 
rifon.By the Right Honourable 
Edward late Earl of Clarendon. 
Printed for 4. Baldwin. 

The Lord Haverfham’s Vindi- 
cation of his Speech in Parlia- 
ment, Nov. 15. 1705. Sold by 
B. Bragg, (Pr. 1 a.) 

Moderation in Fafhion: -Or, 
An Anfwer to a Treatife writ- 
ten by Francw Talent, Entituled, 
A fhort Hiftory of Schifm, &c. 
Wherein his Scandalous Abufe 
of the Primitive Fathers, and 
all Ecclefiaftical Antiquity, is 
plainly Dete&ted and Refuted ; 


and the Cafe of the prefent 
Schifm and of Occaf£ Confor- 


mity is fairly ftated. By S.G. 
a Presbyter of the Church of 
England. Printed for George 
Sawbridge. 

Vertue in Diftrefs : or, The 
Hiftory of Miredana. Written 
by Nath. Taubman, Chaplais in 
the Navy. Printed for B.Lintot- 

Effays upon the Fear of Death, 
upon the Corruptions of the 
Age upon Atheifm ; In a Let- 
ter to Mr. F.C. upon Avarice, 
with a friendly Admonition in 
a Letter to Mr. 7. L. By 7.7. 
Printed for G. Robinjon. 

A Letter toa Member of the 
prefent Honourable Houfe of 
Commons,relating to the Cre- 
dit of our Government and the 
Nation in General. Sold. by 


» Natt i 
f A Method of Devotions for 





753 
Sick and Dying Perfons ; with 
particular DireGtions, from the 
beginning of Sicknefs to the 
Hour of Death : By William Ah. 
ton D. D. Reétor of Beckenbam 
in Kent, and Chaplain to his 
Grace the Duke of Ormond, 
Printed for Brab. Aylmer. 

A Sermon Preach’d before 
the Queen at St. Fames's Cha- 
pel,on Nov. 25. 1705. By the 
Honourable George Verney.D. D. 
Chaplain in Ordinary to Her 
Majefty. Publifhed by Her Ma- 
jefty’s Efpecial Command. Prin- 
ted for 4. and F, Churchill. 

A Sermon Preach’d at the 
Cathedral Church of Winchefter: 
at the Affizes held there March 
8. 1706. being the Anniver- 
fary of Her Majefty’s Happy 
Acceffion to the Throne. By 
Fobn Horfnel, B.D. Vicar of 
Fording bridg in ire; Pub. 
lifhed at the Requeft of the 
Grand jury.Sold by '. Knapton. 

Set-Forms and Set-Times 
of Prayer; Their Neceflity 
and Reafonablenefs. A Ser- 
mon Preached before the Right 
Honourable and Right Reve- 
rend the Lord Bifhop of Lon- 
dom at a Conference with his 
Clergy on that Subject by ‘fobm 
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